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FEATURED in this issue... 


Ons of the most important contributions to the 
NATIONAL REPUBLIC for July is from Hon, B. Carroll 
Reece of Tennessee (p. 1) who long ago established his 
authority as a student of Communism. He discusses the 
policy changes now taking effect and gives a forecast of 
what may be coming. 


S avevurre plots to shake off Communist shackles 
are discussed by Ira E. Bennett (p. 3) who gives some de- 
tails of the conspiracies that are now rife in Soviet Russia. 
The outbreak at Poznan, Poland, is now reported to have 
carried 1,000 persons to death. It is the forerunner of the 
Polish revolution, which Mr. Bennett sees as a victory over 
Communism. 


T ue judicial usurpation of power are considered 
by Hon. Wint Smith of Kansas (p. 5). He mentions the 
ruling in which the Pruitt Company in North Carolina was 
directed to open its books for inspection by labor bosses 
in order to ascertain if the company could afford to pay 
larger wages. The steel strike now in effect in Pennsylvania 
may serve as a basis of judicial authority to compel corpora- 
tions to report figures on their earnings and profits. It is 
a new and surprising evolution of “labor’s” right to learn 
what an employer earns and can pay. 


Premier Neurv or Inpra is the prime mover of 
“neutralism” in favor of Communism, as is shown by Donald 
J. Wood in his article, “Neutralism-Anti-West Diplomacy” 
(p. 7). He exposes the pro-Red leanings of Nehru who 
advocated American admission of Red China into the U. N. 
and to force Formosa into the Red China regime after be- 
trayal of Chiang Kai-shek. 


Cotece depravity and persistent violations of 
campus decency are the subject of frank exposure by Dr. 
Dan W. Gilbert (p. 13). His remarks on the behavior of 
some teen-agers are enough to arouse astonishment. 


Americans are great flag-wavers all right, except 
when they forget the Flag. John Jay Daly tells how they 
swarm around in motor cars and never display the Flag. 
Nobody knows how to buy a Flag. Nobody knows the “Star 
Spangled Banner” any more. 


Doty Maptson, most popular of all first ladies, 
was the heroine who saved the Declaration of Independence 
from capture by British forces in 1814. Her story is told 
by George W. Grupp (p. 17), and few Americans can be 
found who are proud of this Country’s behavior in the stress 
of that war. 


Ax amusing account of the experiences of a bu- 

reaucrat and businessman is told by H. A. Stevens (p. 19). 

He tried each and can testify to their qualities as an expert. 


Tue actual habits of farming, the exacting 
nature of farm problems, is recited by Earle W. Gage in a 
carefully prepared paper on George Washington (p. 21). 
General Washington was far ahead of most modern farmers 
in his studies of agricultural problems. 
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JULY, 1956 


COMMUNISM 
WITHOUT STALIN 


By HONORABLE B. CARROLL REECE 


U. 8. Representative From Tennessee 


T seems, at last, to be official—Stalin was a monster, 

a psychopathic despot, a butcher, and a lawless in- 

ternational terrorist of the first magnitude. 

We know these things are true, because the Kremlin 
says so. Yet the strange fact remains that some 
sturdy Americans had been saying exactly these 
things for almost thirty years, sometimes at great 
personal risk. With the Kremlin flip-flop on Stalin, 
we now find Khrushchev, Bulganin, Molotov and Mal- 
enkov in the same corner with Senator Joe McCarthy 
of Wisconsin, General Douglas MacArthur, and J. 
Edgar Hoover, Director of the rugged F. B. I., and 
others. Indeed, in retrospect everything J. Edgar 
Hoover ever said about Stalinism and Communism now 
reads like Sunday-school patter 
along side Khrushchev’s moul- 


tov. Two days later, at the final session of the Yalta 
Conference, Roosevelt personally handed Marshal Sta- 
lin eight Legion of Merit decorations which “had been 
awarded by the United States to officers of the Soviet 
forces.” (Yalta Papers, pg. 495). 

The whole history of Communism since 1917 is told 
in a series of bloody purges. The present liquidation 
of Stalin is different only in that it is the first post- 
humous purge of a Kremlin stalwart. 

History has yet to tell us how Stalin died. 

The ultimate significance of this 1956 Kremlin up- 
heaval still is to be determined. My distinguished col- 
league from Pennsylvania, the Honorable Francis E. 
Walter, chairman of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities, ably epitomizes the great ques- 
tions now before every free nation, and every nation 
which still aspires to freedom: 

“Does the disenthronement of Stalin signify the 
abandonment of the Communist goal of world revolu- 
tion? Is Communism beginning a metamorphosis into 
a respectable political enterprise? Have Khrushchev, 
Bulganin, and the other men who rule with them and 
who share the odium for the crimes which they now 
lay upon Stalin, suddenly become men of good will, 
renouncing violence and aggression ?” 

J. Edgar Hoover answers Congressman Walter in 
these memorable words: “The Communist leopard fre- 
quently changes his spots, but the same blood—bad 
blood—continuously flows through his veins.” 

President Eisenhower appears in full agreement 
with his F. B. I. chief. Addres- 
ing commencement ceremonies 


ten fury! 

As Khrushchev states it, Sta- 
lin simply was the personal 
instrument of Satan. What, 
then, of all of Stalin’s “glorious 
achievements” at Yalta—the 
cruel partition of Germany, the 
betrayal of Poland and China, 
the gradual delivery of more 
than 800 million population in 
Europe and Asia into Commu- 
nist slavery? 

It was doubtless only a va- 
gary of history that Khrush- 
chev’s formal debunking of the 
Stalin myth occurred at the 
20th Congress of the Russian 
Communist Party in Moscow on 
February 25, 1956, just eleven 
years after the historic Yalta 
Conference, where, on February 
9, 1945, President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, as reported in the 
official Yalta minutes “present- 
ed specially engraved Fourth- 


at Baylor University, Waco, 
Texas, on May 25, 1956, Presi- 
dent Eisenhower recalled the 
monstrous world crimes of 
Communism, which drew him 
to the studied conclusion: 
“Communism is, in deepest 
sense, a gigantic failure.” 

“Even in the countries it 
dominates,” the President ex- 
plained, “hundreds of millions 
who dwell there still cling to 
their religious faith; still are 
moved by aspirations for jus- 
tice and freedom that cannot 
be answered merely by more 
steel, or by bigger bombers; 
still seek a reward that is be- 
yond money or place or power; 
still dream of the day that they 
may walk fearlessly in the full- 
ness of human freedom. 

“The destiny of man is free- 
dom and justice under his 
Creator. Any ideology that de- 


Term inaugural medallions” to 
Marshal Stalin and Mr. Molo- 


Congressman B. Carroll Reece 
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nies this universal faith will 
ultimately perish or be recast. 
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This is the first great truth that must underlie all our 
thinking, all our striving, in this struggling world. 

“A second truth is that the fundamental principles 
of human liberty and free government are powerful 
sources of human energy, loyalty, and dedication. They 
are guides to enduring success. They are mightier 
than armaments and armies.” 

Thus, whatever revelations the future may bring 
from Moscow, America’s official position on world 
Communism is fixed: Communism is the cesspool of 
all human history. 

* * * * 

A careful reading of Khrushchev’s Moscow text re- 
veals no charge against Stalin that had not previously 
been presented in the public records and reports of the 
U. 8. Congress and its several committees. 

It is perhaps a topic for reflection in our great 
journalistic societies that the continuous twenty-year 
denunciation of Stalinism by the Congressional com- 
mittees merited only contempt and bitter disdain from 
so many able editors throughout America. 

Some of our great daily journals in Washington, D. 
©., often were in the forefront of the mobs screaming 
for the political scalps of those who deplored Com- 
munist inroads into the structure of our American 
Government. 

Yet when the same villianies were presented in of- 
ficial documents from Moscow these same editors 
scarcely could find type large enough or black enough 
to tell the story. 

What curious complex of editorial judgment ruled 
in large areas of American journalism for so many 
years—that a denunciation of Communism from the 
Congress of the U. 8. was merely the ranting and 
raving of some contemptible blatherskite, while the 
same denunciation under a Moscow dateline merited 
the full “trained-seal” commentary on page 1 so long 
as a single word remained to be related? 

What diabolical fetish fixed upon American journal- 
ism the adage that nothing could be historically worthy 
of attention until it appeared under Moscow dateline? 

Who still remembers those stirring days of late 1945 
when American Communism undertook to blot out all 
those in Congr*ss who resisted a proposal to loan 


When “Good Old Joe” (Stalin) Was Presented As “A Saint.” 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


Stalin $10 billion in one lump sum for post-war recon- 
struction? One Washington newspaper editor who 
then denounced in uncommon invective all who op- 
posed the Stalin loan, now calls the Khrushchev reve- 
lations the most significant historical document of the 
Twentieth Century! A lot of folks now deserve fresh 
flowers on their long forgotten political graves. 
* * 


Only an alert America may hope to escape the 
treachery inherent in Moscow’s renunciation of Stalin. 
Patriots seeking a bill of particulars will find it in 
House Report No. 2189, May 19, 1956, by the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities. This is a 
document of 176 printed pages entitled The Great Pre- 
tense: A Symposium on Anti-Stalinism. 

Summarizing his clarion note of warning, Chairman 
Walter says in his foreword: “To differentiate Lenin- 
ism and Stalinism is to obscure the essence and sub- 
stance of Communism itself: the denial of God and 
the manifold values by which men must live if they 
are to remain civilized. The evil of Communism does 
not depend upon the man, or the men, who rule in its 
name. By its very nature it is capable only of breeding 
further evil, regardless of who occupies the throne. 

At another point, Chairman Walter warns against 
the personal ambitions of Khrushchev, the new first 
secretary of the Communist Party of Russia. 

“His purposes are not to abandon the policies of 
Stalin but only to effect them better and to extend the 
achievements of Stalin still further. To do this it is 
necessary to replace the crudeness of the Stalin era 
with craft and subtlety, to transform its wintery 
climate into sunny blandishments.” 

Probably the deeper significance of the Stalin purge 
is the fact that violent revolution now is brewing in- 
side all of Russia. 

Reputable students of the Soviet regime have con- 
tended for many years that the workers and peasants 
of Russia have been held in line only by the violent 
power of the secret police. Since Stalin’s death in 
March 1953, and the subsequent liquidation of Beria, 
the hold of the NKVD has been somewhat relaxed. 
The smoldering embers of freedom have been fired to 


(See Communism, Page 32) 
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(From National Republic, Nov. 1941) 


es 
: f 


are silent on Soviet and satellite matters of 

critical importance, they are now quietly admit- 
ting that certain facts indicate an impending crisis 
in satellite countries and in the question of control of 
the Kremlin itself. The whole of Soviet Russia is in 
a ferment of conspiracies which now are. directed 
against Reds who are about to lose their control over 
all satellites under Kremlin authority. Doubts are 
current concerning the powers of Bulganin, Khrush- 
chev and others who are either impotent or unwilling 
to engage in a militant outward struggle for control 


A LTHOUGH the best informed western observers 


heaven, and yet holding fast to a faith that wears 
down all proof, as if time ground down the substance 
of stone to paper thinness. Observers tell me with 
tears in their eyes how they have seen the faith of 
satellite victims kept alive by the Divine Spirit alone. 
It is a marvelous exercise of human endurance, The 
faithful nations are all there—Poland, Lithuania, Lat- 
via, Esthonia, Czechoslovakia, Roumania, Hungary, 
Bulgaria, China, Tibet, and all—and burning in their 
hearts, even down to Albania, glows the flame that 
will devour the enemy “some day.” As the little slits 
of light creep along to encourage hope, it seems prob- 

able that the crackup of satel- 


lite nations is coming into 


sight as a part of the anarchy 


SATELLITES PLAN REVOLUTION ° ™ 


By IRA E. BENNETT 


Is Bulganin destined to be 
dispatched? And Khrushchev 
also? Observers say that reac- 
tion follows a settled type in 
the minds of Reds who are 


of the Kremlin. A curious turn in the reaction of 
human nature has been noted by observers of recent 
history in satellite countries and in the Red campaign 
to destroy the prestige of Stalin. 

Whoever has jumped forward to champion Sta- 
lin’s plans has signed his own death warrant in 
many cases, it is believed. The reverse of Krem- 
lin policy to defame and obliterate Stalin has 
aroused the suspicion of many Reds who now question 
the status of Stalin’s former agents which include 
Khrushchev and Bulganin. These Reds are ready to 
accuse Bulganin and Khrushchev of crimes committed 
at Stalin’s behest. The two men are themselves now in 
danger of reprisals for the dastardly acts they eagerly 
performed while Stalin was in power. The victims 
noted how Stalin’s followers became active accomplices 
in crime, and now these Reds who suffered under 
Stalin are counting the hours that will bring them 
revenge. 

The same process in demonstrating how human na- 
ture reacts against criminals is noted in satellite 
countries, particularly in Poland. At one stage of 
the late war about 15,000 Polish reserve officers were 
made prisoners at Katyn Forest by the Red forces. 
There, under Stalin’s orders, they were massacred and 
buried in a forest. Many Red officials leaped forward 
to do Stalin’s will. Their identity was noted by Poles 
who have carried the names of accomplices, and now 
the conspiracy to catch and execute the accomplices 
is under study by Poles who have waited a long time 
for an opportunity to feed their hunger for vengeance. 

In every satellite country there is a disposition to 
react against accomplices of Kremlin cruelties and to 
bring individual offenders to account. The intensity 
of this feeling is a measure of the “tensions” that 
break down nerves under long stress, and yet observ- 
ers are often surprised to see the unconquerable spirit 
of victims who endure evils and sufferings with never- 
ending cheerfulness. 

The list of satellite victims of Communism runs into 
millions. No complete history of satellite eclipses 
will ever be available. Like dark planets, the captive 
nations are in chains, obeying brutal orders the ends 
of which are in Moscow, for unknown reasons and with 
the blind help of civilized people who have no idea of 
what is planned for them. One nation after another 
cowers under the lash, wondering if there is a God in 


asked to believe the false sto- 
ries thrust at them and ham- 
mered into their heads by incessant agitation, until 
in desperation they turn to a desire to do away with 
their tormentors. Bulganin and Khrushchev were 
loyal servants of Stalin. Khrushchev was the butcher- 
man who liquidated millions in the Ukraine. They 
now disavow what they did. If Stalin was a monster 
in crime, which is not to be questioned, so were Bul- 
ganin and Khrushchev. The Reds have invariably 
turned the tables upon men who dared to tell half- 
truths to the people about their heroes. They now 
hold Bulganin and Khrushchev to account. Bulganin 
was an enigma during a part of Stalin’s career. He 
was chosen by Stalin to make a formal speech at the 
height of the anti-American propaganda campaign. 
In his address he concentrated a malicious and false 
attack upon the Americans, going far beyond other 
speakers to defame the United States. What he said 
at that time was applauded by Stalin and his cohorts 
who circulated copies of the speech throughout the 
world. 

The Reds recall Bulganin’s malevolent speech and 
hold him accountable for what he said, with Stalin’s 
approval. His disappearance would not be a surprise 
to those who have learned how to interpret Red de- 
velopments. 

Apparently no one is now dictator of Kremlin policy, 
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Internal Street Rioting Brings Soviet Tanks and Troops 
Out in East Germany. 


| 
4 
si. 
| 
| 
8 


4 


but a scramble for power is in process. One Washing- 
ton Administration policy frowns upon any action 
that could be interpreted as interfering with satellite 
conditions. Persistent pleas are made, urging the 
Administration to take a hand in satellite efforts to 
shake off the Communists. But President Eisenhower 
carefully avoids any situation that the Reds could 
advertise as American intermeddling with satellite 
captives. He is patiently awaiting developments that 
are expected to occur soon. American policy is still 
kept secret in Middle Eastern matters. The people 
do not know what agreements have been made with 
Great Britain. If Soviet action is to be exerted in the 
Middle East, no such plans are known. It is believed 
that Soviet plans are in a chaotic state as a result of 
Party quarrels over authority. 

Recent remarks made by Foreign Minister Pineau 
of France have appeared to American observers as 
very objectionable overtures to the Reds. His propos- 
als have been rejected as humiliating to both France 
and the United States. 

Of course, the American Foreign Service keeps an 
alert and constant watch upon Red activities centering 
in Moscow. It is no longer taken for granted that a 
compact little junta of men wields unlimited power. 
They are subject to removal. or even to execution if 
the people could vote to hold them responsible for hav- 
ing acted as accomplices of Stalin. The grotesque 
Khrushchev, for example, is no longer a “despot,” but 
is already a figure marked for removal and possible 
execution if he lets down the reins. 

The exercise of supreme power is not disclosed to any 
official body, so far as western observers can ascertain, 
and in general it is now becoming evident that “Mos- 
cow” no longer concentrates Soviet power in one 
man. The decision to degrade Stalin was made by 
the commission, but its members are subject to popular 
criticism and possible punishment for having be- 
smirched and disgraced their “great” Stalin. A sudden 
break in central Soviet policy is possible, and if an- 
archy in the Soviet Union paralyzes satellite plans the 
integrity of Soviet control of national policy may sud- 
denly end. 
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Stalin Was a Lunatic According to Khrushchev (New 


Soviet Boss). Roosevelt Was in Failing Health When 
Both Silenced Churchill at Yalta. Molotov, Harriman and 
Eden Look On. 


Observers who watch Soviet activities make no pre- 
dictions, but are admitting the fact that a considerable 
element of the Union is no longer at heart subject to 
“despots.” There is an air of bewilderment in Mos- 
cow, as if the people had a premonition of disaster. 
Millions of men who had almost despaired of escape 
from the clutches of assassins have gained their breath 
and are feverishly working in secret for freedom. 

Who is to dictate Soviet policy and exercise supreme 
power? That Soviet morale has suffered is well known. 
Malenkov was to be “despot” after Stalin’s death, but 
he was displaced and seems to have been spared as a 
second-rate member of the presidium. In the middle 
of June there were guesses and rumors that Marshal 
Tito of Jugoslavia was rising toward rulership and 
might even be chosen as head of the Soviet Union. He 
is a man of stubborn character, with keen foresight, 
and in his combat of wits with the Kremlin leaders 
under Stalin he proved their superior. His ability to 
enforce his plans in governing Jugoslavia is unques- 
tioned. Since Stalin’s death the prestige of Marshal 
Tito has greatly increased. He ranks with others as 
equal in Soviet councils and has gained much influence 
lately among them. 
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“HURRAH .. . FOR LIBERTEE!""—By William C. Kiessel, Jr. 


In the misty morning light an old man bent with 
the toll of more than a hundred summers raised high 
his musket and with gnarled forefinger released the 
ancient flint lock. 

Sleepy neighbors in the small village of Freedom, 
New York, once again were awakened with a thunder- 
ous roar to another Fourth of July day of celebration 
as they had been for decades past. And through open 
windows they expectantly listened for the familiar cry 
of the old man as he shouted in his thick Dutch accent: 

“Hurrah for Washington, Gates, Putnam und Lee, 

Und all de brave men who fought for Libertee!”’ 

The voice was weaker than in the days when as a 
beardless youth the old soldier had served in Colonel 
Willett’s New York Troop. But the same defiant pride 
rang out in the strident tones of this now sole survivor 
of Washington’s once gallant band. 

And a loyal, sturdy group it bad been up until the 
very final days as one by one with the passing years 


the aging members presented themselves for the great 
Roll Call on High to the echoing notes of Taps, 

John Gray in Ohio was the first of the surviving 
triumvirate to answer the call of unceasing peace. 
Second to report was Samuel Downing, who had cele- 
brated his 100th birthday by shouldering his ax and 
felling a tree in the nearby woods in honor of the oe- 
casion. 


Finally, on April 5, 1869, at the venerable age of 109 
years, 6 months and 8 days, Daniel Frederick Bake- 
man, our Fourth of July Musketeer and last surviving 
soldier of the American War for Independence, re- 
ceived the call to join his comrades in that home (not 
made by hands) eternal in the Heavens. 

And who are you and I to scoff at old-timers in 
the appropriately named village of Freedom when they 
claim that a careful listener on a July Fourth morning 
can hear the muffled roar of a musket followed by an 
old soldier’s voice shouting : 

“Hurrah for Washington, Gates, Putnam und 

Und all de brave men who fought for Libertee!” 
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Supreme Court has made several decisions 

which to many of us seem to point out the fact 
that our highest court is usurping the powers of 
Congress in that it has deprived the states of their 
basic rights of local self government. 

To those who believe so firmly in the Constitutional 
form of government, this arrogating of legislative 
power by the Judiciary is most disturbing. If there 
has been any one definite idea of our Constitution on 
which all persons were agreed, it was this: The Fed- 
eral Government’s powers were specifically spelled out 


oo the past two months the United States 


Supreme Court again said: “You can’t do that. Put 
him back to work.” The Supreme Court overturned its 
own decision that had been the law for 75 years: that 
it was within the power of the states to decide whether 
they wanted segregated schools or not. But the Su- 
preme Court last year said, “Tain’t so, you can’t segre- 

gate pupils in schools on account of race or color.” 
Here is another recent case: The Supreme Court 
took a long jump into the realm of uncertainty which 
will cause unlimited turmoil, strife and dissension. 
The Court held: That the Pruitt Company in North 
Carolina must open its books for the inspection of 
the union bosses in order to see 


SUPREME COURT USURPATION 


By HONORABLE WINT SMITH 


U. 8. Representative From Kansas 


if the company could pay a 
wage increase, 

There you have it! Suppose 
you or your company gets into 
a dispute with your employees 
over wages. Under this deci- 
sion you can be hauled into 
Court and made to open your 
books. 


for it by the Constitution. All other powers remained 
in the States and the People. 


The judiciary now seems determined to encroach 
and take over the peoples’ and the states’ power under 
the doctrine of their own implied powers. Of course 
we remember some years ago a Judge said, “The Con- 
stitution means what the Court wants it to mean.” 
And another said, “Don’t be fooled. The Judges look 
at the election returns the same as anyone else.” 

It has always been my belief that Congress was the 
sole branch to legislate—and rightfully so—because if 
it didn’t do the job the people could get rid of them 
quickly, because House Members are elected every two 
years, and if there is a vacancy in the House the only 
way a House Member’s seat can be filled is by an 
election of the people. 


The greatest danger of the Courts making decisions 
in the legislative field is that they are appointed for 
life and can’t be gotten rid of except by impeachment. 

Perhaps you will wonder how this concerns all of 
us! Freedom and Liberty is a many sided stone, It 
has as many sides as a well cut diamond. To obscure 
one side in any manner takes away some of the bril- 
liance. 

This is tornado season in our part of the United 
States. When you read of a tornado in Illinois, Ohio 
or Michigan, you don’t react the same as if it was in 
the next town or next county. So it is apparent that 
many people don’t seem to realize that the loss of free- 
dom by just one segment of the public doesn’t mean 
too much. But when our Supreme Court arrogates, 
assumes, and substitutes its own whims and caprice 
with sociological ideals instead of laws made by the 
states or Congress, we as individuals can lose some of 
our own liberty and freedom. 

Let us examine a few of the recent decisions in which 
the Supreme Court assumed and asserted jurisdiction 
over matters we usually think as belonging to the 
states. Here are a few examples in which the Supreme 
Court said: 

No state can try anyone for sedition (conspiring to 
overthrow our Government). Pennsylvania con- 
victed a Communist of teaching to overthrow the Gov- 
ernment by force and violence. The Supreme Court 
ordered him freed. 

New York City fired a school teacher who refused 
to say whether he was a Communist or not. The 


Is that your idea of free- 
dom? Oh! You say it won’t 
happen to anyone in Kansas! Remember Kansas is 
one of 48 states, No doubt the Pruitt Company in 
North Carolina thought it couldn’t happen to them, 
but it did! The Court said, “each case must turn on 
its own merits.” But many students of these matters 
point out that many times such decisions are simply 
a “toe in the door affair” on which to base future de- 


_ cisions. 


But in my opinion the Court didn’t merely get its 
foot in the door—it knocked the door off its hinges; 
and from now on out every labor boss, when he starts 
negotiating for a new contract, will constantly remind 
the owners of this decision. 

The rates of wages an employer would pay, we have 
always assumed, was not only a matter of facts but 
also one of judgment. It is not simply a question of 
cost of production and income from sales. We have 
always thought management should have the right 
to determine dividends and how much should be re 
tained as surplus for plant expansion or moderniza- 
tion. But under this decision the labor boss not only 
becomes a czar over those who labor, but also a czar 


Congressman Wint Smith 
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over management. The labor boss will use this de 
cision as his big club. 

Another recent case: A Federal District Judge 
granted an injunction against a Senate-House Com- 
mittee forbidding further printing of a Senate Docu- 
ment entitled “A Handbook for Americans.” 

The Methodist Federation for Social Action obtained 
a court order against further printing of the pamphlet, 
which lists the Federation as a “religious Communist 
front.” The Senate had recently authorized the print- 
ing and distribution of 75,000 copies of the pamphlet, 
prepared by the Senate Internal Security Subcommit- 
tee. 

The Federation which brought the complaint is inde- 
pendent of the Methodist Church. 

The Committee decided to ignore the injunction. 

Senator Hayden said: “If a court can enjoin Con- 
gress from issuing a report, it will only be a matter 
of time before our remarks on the floor of the Senate 
or the House of Representatives would be subject to 
judicial review and a complete breakdown of the con- 
stitutional principle of separation of powers would 
ensue.” 

It is to be noted that several days later this injunc- 
tion was ordered vacated by another Federal Judge. 

There has been much comment recently in regard to 
the Supreme Court holding that railroad workers were 
not subject to Nebraska’s “Right to Work Law” and 
that the railroads must collect dues from their em- 
ployees whether the employees wanted to join the 
union or not. If an employee refuses to pay his dues, 
he must be fired by the railroad. 

Many believed that Nebraska’s Right To Work Law 
should prevail. But it is clearly evident that Congress 
was again subservient to the railroad labor czars when 
‘in 1951 Congress passed and the President signed an 
amendment to the Railway Labor Act of 1926 permit- 
ting railroads and railroad unions to adopt contracts 
embodying the union shop, notwithstanding contrary 
laws “of any state.” 

During the debate on the amendment Congress voted 
down efforts to word the bill to allow state laws ban- 
ning the union shop to prevail. The Supreme Court 
in its recent decision therefore, had before it not only 
the explicit wording of the law but also an explicit 
record of Congress’ intent. It could hardly have done 
otherwise than to rule unanimously that the section of 
the Nebraska Constitution in point is invalid so far 
as railway employees are concerned. 

It is to be remembered that this ruling can be ap- 
plied only to workers under the National Railway 
Labor Act. The Taft-Hartley Law of 1947 specifically 
said its provisions did not apply to employees of rail- 
roads. 

This Taft-Hartley Law specifically says that states 
have the power to pass Right To Work Laws, that in 
“anion security” contracts, state laws shall prevail. 
Hence the rejoicing of many of the labor bosses and 
their hirelings in, and out of public office, that this 
decision spells the knell of Right To Work Laws, is 
just wishful thinking and hoping. 

Most people are seemingly unconcerned at the grad- 
ual taking over of States’ Rights by the Federal Gov- 
ernment in both the Executive and Judicial Branches. 
The surest way to preserve our Republican form of 
government is to preserve and protect the powers of 
the States. 

In speaking about the encroachment of the Judiciary 
in the Legislative Field, James F. Byrnes, who has 
been a Member of the House of Representatives, Sena- 
tor, Justice of the Supreme Court, Secretary of State 
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and lately, Governor of South Carolina, recently said: 
“The Supreme Court must be curbed. The decisions 
of the Supreme Court must be accepted by the courts 
of the United States and the States, but not neces- 
sarily by the court of Public Opinion. The people are 
not creatures of the Court. The Court is the creature 
of the people. Power intoxicates men. It is never 
voluntarily surrendered. It must be taken from them. 
The Supreme Court must be curbed.” 


Perhaps the great cult of Liberal Reformers, those 
who wage relentless warfare on the Constitutional 
Ideals of the basic American Doctrine—separation of 
powers in our government—and who openely advocate 
a stronger Executive Branch—and a Judiciary under 
the thumb of the Executive—should read just what 
their so-called Liberal Hero Thomas Jefferson had to 
say about the Judiciary grasping for Legislative Pow- 
ers. 

Here is what Jefferson wrote on August 18, 1821, 
in a letter to a friend: 


“It has long, however, been my opinion and I have 
never shrunk from its expression that the germ of 
dissolution of our Federal Government is in the con- 
stitution of the Federal judiciary. An irresponsible 
body working like gravity by night and by day, gaining 
a little today and a little tomorrow, and advancing 
its noiseless step like a thief, over the field of jurisdic- 
tion until all shall be usurped from the states and 
the Government of all be consolidated into one. 

“To this I am opposed, because whenever Govern- 
ment, domestic and foreign, in little as in great things, 
shall be drawn to Washington as the center of all 
power, it will render powerless the checks provided 
one government on another, and will become as venal 
and oppressive as the Government from which we 
separate.” 

It would seem high time for the Congress to put 
up some signs for the Federal Judiciary to see and 
perhaps read. These should be simple signs saying, 
“Stay on your own sidewalk”; “Don’t walk on the 
Grass”; “States’ Rights Property” and another sign: 
“People’s Domain—hands off—no trespassing.” 

Only Congress (the people’s representatives) can de- 
fend and protect the Constitution when the Executive 
and Judiciary fail. And perhaps Members of Con- 


gress should again remember their oath, and they 
should again read and remember Article I, Sec. I of 
the Constitution, which says: 

“All Legislative Powers herein granted shall be 
vested in the Congress of the United States... . ” 
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ATIONS throughout the free world have become 
more nationalistic, particularly in Asia and Af- 
rica. Because these young nations and their 

leaders yearn for independence and autonomy and be- 
cause of the reluctance of Great Britain and particu- 
larly France to recognize this change in the smaller 
nations of the world, Asia and Africa have become 
fertile fields for Russia and the Communists to sow 
seeds of discord, distrust and disillusion. 

The foreign policy of the old world has greatly in- 
creased world tension and hindered the western world’s 
fight against Communism. 


nine times before India won independence. Through- 
out the cold war the sixty-six year old widower 
and Menon have refused to align their rich country 
with either the West or the East. Nehru has repeat- 
edly said that India intends to remain “friendly with 
all countries.” 

But his tragic following and parrot-like trumpeting 
of the cause of the Chinese Reds show a total disregard 
for moral force in international relations. Recently 
he again insisted upon Red China assuming the Chinese 
Nationalist seat in the United Nations: 

“Tt is a strange thing that the doors of the United 


NEUTRALISM -- ANTI-WEST DIPLOMACY 


By DONALD J. WOOD 


Recently Senator William F. Knowland said: 

“The age of colonialism is dead. We cannot main- 
tain a position of leadership among the free people of 
the world if our foreign policy is tied to or appears 
to be tied to the colonial policies of France or Great 
Britain. Our foreign policy should be based on human 
freedom. What advances it, we should support; what 
retards it, we should oppose.” 

The cold war—centered in Asia and Africa—is 
nurtured by the alien philosophy of neutralism, father- 
ed and propagated by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and 
V. K. Krishna Menon. Western leaders agree that nen- 
tralism is often a guise and a mask for certain rulers 
to hide their real affiliations . . . and this philosophy 
presents a tremendous danger to the free world. 

The development of India under colonial pressures 
and the historic struggle of Nehru and Menon for free- 
dom probably account for their neutralist philosophy. 

The republic of India is one of the largest, richest 
and most populous nations in the world. A sovereign 
republic within the Commonwealth of Nations, the 
predominant Hindu state first started agitating for in- 
dependence shortly after World War I. 

India’s nationalism and unrest erupted under the 
leadership of Mohandas K. Gandhi. His politico- 
religious tactics called for non-violent revolts against 
British authority. His crusades spearheaded by his 
all-India Congress Party resulted in a federal form 
of government in 1935 and a small measure of self 
rule. 

During World War II the Congress Party demanded 
that the British quit all of India. In August, 1942, 
fearing mass civil disobedience, the British arrested 
Gandhi, Nehru and other prominent leaders of the 
Party. 

Finally after World War IT the Indian Independence 
Act was passed reluctantly but quickly by both houses 
of the British Parliament, and received royal assent 
on July 18, 1947. On August 15, the Indian Empire, 
united under British rule for almost a century, passed 
into history. India was thus partitioned along relig- 
ious lines (a plan previously opposed by the Hindus 
and the British), resulting in a conflict between the 
Moslem state of Pakistan and Hindustan India. 

The first premier of India is Nehru. A graduate of 
Cambridge, Nehru was at one time secretary of the 
Home Rule League. He joined Gandhi’s non-coopera- 
tion movement in 1920 and was jailed and released 


Nations are closed for a country like China. In reality 
this has not harmed China but it has certainly harmed 
the United Nations a great deal because the decisions 
of the United Nations are not binding on China which 
is not represented there.” 

When Bulganin and Khrushchev visited Nehru in 
India, both Russia and India signed a statement urg- 
ing admission of the Chinese Communists to the United 
Nations and the transfer of Nationalist Formosa to the 
Peiping regime. 

Is this neutralism? Does this imply “being friendly 
with all nations”? Or does it mean that India has 
become a puppet of Moscow under the guise of neu- 
tralism ? 

Neutralism was the brainchild of the Chinese Com- 
munists, and is now the cornerstone of India’s policy 
of nonalignment in the cold war. 

Nehru has adopted the five principles of peaceful 
co-existence, and has called on all nations to adhere to 
it as the only way to peace. The idea was first incor- 
porated into the Red Chinese-Indian agreement on 
Tibet, signed in April, 1954. Tibet became colonialized. 

When Communist Chinese Premier Chou En-lai 
visited New Delhi in June, 1954, he and Nehru ex- 
tended the principles beyond Tibet to all relations 
between India and China. 

What is this philosophy that has become the religion 
of Nehru, Menon and other leaders of the world? What 
is this false creed that is working against the United 
States in critical international relations? What are 


Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru (arrow) at 1927 Communist 
Meeting. 
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the five principles of neutralism so propagated by 
Nehru, yet authored by Red China? 

It was at the second meeting in New Delhi that 
the five principles of neutralism were formulated: 

1, Respect for each other’s territorial integrity and 

sovereignty. 

Non-aggression. 
. Non-interference in each other’s internal affairs. 
. Equality and mutual benefit. 

5. Peaceful co-existence. 

In September, 1954, Indonesian Prime Minister Ali 
Sastroamidjojo visited New Delhi and the five prin- 
ciples were accepted. Since then President Tito of 
Yugoslayia and Premier Bulganin of Russia have 
signed like statements. More recently, the principles of 
neutralism have been accepted by other nations of the 
world. 

While there is no question as to the moral signifi- 
cance and basis of the five principles of neutralism, 
must not one ask himself—lIf it be accepted and if the 
signors morally agree to the five principles of neu- 
tralism : 

What of the enslaved countries of Eastern Europe? 

What of Goa? 

How can the Chinese Reds justify their intervention 

in Korea? Indo-China? 

What of the Geneva Spirit and its collapse? 

What of the hundreds of broken international agree- 

ments between Russia and the West? 

There is only one conclusion. There is no justifica- 
tion for Nehru of India being deceived into signing 
such an agreement first with Communist China, then 
with Tito and finally with Bulganin. 

The agreement is as valuable as all of the others 
signed by these world leaders—full of deceit, distrust 
and lies. 

Moreover, Nehru’s delegate to the United Nations 
and Communist’s puppet, V. K. Krishna Menon, has 
tried to propagate the five principles of neutralism. 

It was he who originally called for a meeting of the 
Big 4; it was he who wanted Red China included as 
the fifth participant. 

The ascetic Menon has often conferred with Russian 
leaders and Peiping’s Chou En-lai on strategy for 
seating Red China in the UN. His campaign has been 
tempered and heated by his known dislike of almost 
everything American and his pro-Communist leaning. 

One wonders with the assembly of these facts if 
neutralism is not pro-Communist activity and anti- 
West diplomacy under the guise of neutralism. 

Menon is recognized as one of the shrewdest allies 
the Communists have roaming around the free world. 
It was he who engineered the sell-out by the West in 
Indo-China, and his strange, but powerful influence 
over Jawaharlal Nehru has made him premanent rep- 
resentative of India at the UN and Nehrw’s roving 
ambassador. 

[ronically Menon once tried to run for Parliament 
in England, and he still retains influential relations 
with some of the more radical leaders of the Socialist 
Labor Party in Britain. 

He was once a member of the borough council of 
St. Pancras in London, a position roughly equivalent 
to being on the Board of Supervisors in the U. 8. 
Later he became his homeland’s representative to 
Great Britain and the republic of Ireland, holding 
both jobs simultaneously. 

If Nehru firmly believes in the basic principles of 
neutralism why would he allow Menon to join Chou 
En-lai in objecting to a clause of the Bandung Asian- 
African conference that said the conference “con- 


bo 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


demns all types of colonialism including international 
doctrines resorting to methods of force, infiltration 
and subversion.” 

The anti-American trouble-maker pleaded again for 
the admission of Red China to the UN at the 10th an- 
niversary party in San Francisco, Calif. The mystery 
man of international diplomacy has repeatedly called 
for liberation of all colonies and dependent areas (ex- 
cept those behind the Iron Curtain), disarmament and 
renunciation of war. 

The instrument of Soviet policy, Menon has declared 
that the leaders of India—one of whom he professes to 
be—are realists and that, if by adopting “any par- 
ticular viewpoint” at a certain time “becomes advan- 
tageous” we will try it. He has nothing against ex- 
pediency even at the sacrifice of moral principle. 

Twenty years before India was granted indepen- 
dence both Nehru and Menon were strong supporters 
of Communism. Nehru in 1927 attending a Congress 
of the League Against Imperialism in Brussels, a 
unified front group controlled by the Communists of 
the Third International. 

It is likely that both Nehru and Menon while not 
technically being members of the Communist Party are 
in fact disciplined Communists. 

In no other way can one account for their actions 
in international affairs. In no other way can one 
believe in the five principles of neutralism and at every 
opportunity criticize the West and make friends with 
Russia and Red China. In no other way can one 
accept friendship with atheists and be a practicing 
Hindustan. 

Perhaps Nehru and Menon believe in neutralism; 
perhaps they are impartial in their international re- 
lations; perhaps they are not Communists; but one 
must agree with Senator Knowland that neutralists 
should be required to join Western alliances as the 
price for long term U. 8S. aid. One cannot help but 
think as the minority leader that such continued aid 
in the face of neutralism will as the Senator says: 
“Keep adding debt and tax burdens to the American 
free-enterprise camel to the point where its back is 
broken.” 


KHRUSHCHEV IN TROUBLE? 


Secretary of State John Foster Dulles is among 
those experts who believe that Nikita Khrushchev’s 
campaign against his late comrade, Stalin, has gone 
so far that it has boomeranged and weakened the Com- 
munist conspiracy throughout the world. 

We are inclined to that opinion, too. . . . 

A small reservation must be made for the possibility 
that the whole show is staged to sell the idea that the 
“new look” Communist world is brimming with de- 
mocracy, but the weightier evidence seems to be that 
Khrushchev is in trouble. 

Dulles urges the free, Western world to keep the 
pressure on and maintain its unity and vigor. We 
agree, and we suggest that one concrete act would 
be to cut off one of the bloodiest Reds of them all, 
Tito of Yugoslavia, from any further penny of U. 8. 
aid.—(N. Y. Mirror) 


As world leaders were swallowing Russia’s “Collec- 
tive” leaderships “peaceful co-existence,” and “world 
cooperation,” the Reds own stink bomb, exploded in 
their own hands. Bullets were the answer to cries of 
enslaved Polish workers for “Bread.” Lenin gave the 
Russian’s bullets for bread; Stalin and Khrushchev 
gave Ukrainians bullets for bread. Now bullets to 
the Polish for bread, and to all Iron Curtain “devia- 
tionists.” 
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THE ENEMY WITHIN 
OUR GATES 


(REGISTERED TRADE MARK ) 


Concerning the Activities of Movements Tending 
To Undermine the Institutions of the Republic. 


The recent parade of United States Supreme Court 
decisions in behalf of the Communists and security 
risks in government, of hideouts who defy Congress 
in seeking information for legislative purposes, and 
shearing States of their rightful preogatives, has not 
only aroused the American public to indignation, but 
the people’s ire is now reflected in Congress where 
their own elected representatives are moving rapidly 
to counter the non-elected members of the Supreme 
Court’s jurists slaughtering of American security ef- 
forts. 

A score or more bills have been rushed into the hop- 
pers in both Houses of Congress to undo the damage 
that the Court has done, to legislate to counter the 
Court’s actions. 

The Court held that the Security Review Board’s 
case against the Communist Party under the National 
Security Act was not legitimate because there may have 
been some question about the testimony of one of the 
numerous witnesses used against the Party, although 
the Board weighed the entire testimony and put no 
particular emphasis on the questionable characters’ 
testimony. Evidently the Court was referring to 
Matusow. 

While the legislation has little chance of getting 
through this session and will have to be reintroduced 
in January, if the reaction of the public continues 
as now, there should be little question that the Court’s 
position will be undone. 

Senator Karl Mundt, S. D., has introduced a Bill 
to counter the High Court’s decision outlawing de- 
naturalization of nationalized aliens who are subver- 
sives and traitorous. 

The same Senator following a seething attack on the 
Court’s decision setting aside the Eisenhower Security 
risk program, under which risks are ousted from gov- 
ernment jobs, has introduced another Bill to make it 
possible by law to fire any government employee re- 
gardless of his position in the government, if proven 
a subversive. The Court held that the worker must 
hold a sensitive job to be fired as a risk. 

Evidently the Justices have forgotten that the gov- 
ernment has in the near past been honeycombed by a 
Communist espionage ring, and that some of these 
individuals held sensitive jobs in the Supreme Court’s 
estimation of what a security job is. It will be re- 
called that the Agricultural Department was among 
the first penetrated, the Commerce, the State, Con- 
gressional Committee staffs, the Treasury, the National 
Labor Relations Board, the Department of Labor, the 
Naval Observatory, the Veterans Bureau, the TVA, 
followed. These individuals were in positions in de- 
partments that enabled them to contact and obtain 
from Security agents the information Russia desired. 
Yet under the Court’s recent ruling they would not 
be considered security risks and would now be free 


Mrs. Mary Russak (NY) Chairman Red Front New York 
Peace Committee Invokes 5th Amendment When Questioned 
by House Committee Regarding Passport and Red Afflia- 
tion. 


to remain on the public payroll, if we understand the 
Court’s ruling. 

Congressman Walter of Pa., has introduced a Bill 
in the House similar to Mundt’s. Cong. Smith, Va., 
has introduced a bill making it legal for States to 
maintain Sedition laws. The court upset the State 
sedition laws in the case of a Communist Party leader, 
who was also a Commissar of the Spanish Red Army 
during the revolution there and who frequented Dr. 
Robert Oppenheimer’s home while the latter headed 
our atomic projects during the last war. 

Ex-Senator Cain of Washington, now on the Loyalty 
Review Board, has joined the Supreme Court’s cry 
against the security and loyalty program. He doubts 
that the government needs such security and charges 
it has gone too far. Some believe the former Conserva- 
tive has turned leftist so as to run again for Senate. 

In six swoops the Supreme Court has torn down 
the defensive walls of our country and has opened the 
nation to renewed penetration by the Red conspira- 
tors. Representative Walter (Pa.) has also intro- 


' House Committee on Un-Americanism Questions Rabbi 
Abraham Bick (NYC) Who Invoked 5th Amendment 62 
Times Concerning Communist Membership. 
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duced a bill to cancel the effect of the court’s limita- 
tion in application of security firings, and Sen. East- 
land has joined him with such a Bill in the Senate. 

Senator McClelland, and eleven other Senators have 
jointly introduced a bill to provide that legislation by 
the Federal government cannot be construed as out- 
lawing a State legislative act of the same kind, unless 
specifically provided for by Congress in enacting Fed- 
eral legislation. This would tie the hands of the High 
Court in many instances. Senator Bridges has intro- 
duced a Bill providing for State rights to enact sedi- 
tion laws. 

Although the government, including Congress, has 
after long and careful research, investigations and 
study declared the Communist Party is not a political 
Party in the American meaning, but an organized 
criminal conspiracy engineered by a foreign govern- 
ment to the detriment of our Constitutional govern- 
ment, three Justices of the Supreme Court ruled in 
a case brought up from the California Supreme Court, 
that the firing of a Union member by a California firm, 
due to her membership in the Party, was a violation 
of her right to political beliefs. 

In another case the Court set aside a State sedition 
law involving membership in the Communist Party. 
Yet the States control the election machinery under 
the Constitution. 

The Communist Party has not been on the ballot for 
a number of years, but is active as a conspiratoral 
movement. How dumb can some Supreme Court Jus- 
tices be and yet escape the wrath of Congress which 
has the power to impeach them? 

Congress would do well to make its first order of 
business, in the January session, a study of the powers 
of the high court, those given by the Constitution and 
those given it by Congress, and then determine to what 
extent the court has usurped power. Following which 
a strict limitation of its powers should be put into law. 


Charge High Court Misled in Decision 


Twenty-six of the persons who intervened in the 
U. 8S. Supreme Court as “friends of the court” in the 
pleading of the Communist Party to upset the ruling 
of the Subversives Activities Control Board requiring 
it to register as a subversive outfit, are in fact, them- 
selves Communists, according to Rep. Francis E. Wal- 
ter, chairman of the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities. 

The “amicus curiae” paper was filed in behalf of 277 
persons who represent the appellants in the successful 
efforts of the Communist Party to block immediate 
enforcement of the edict of the Subversives Activities 
Control Board. 

The decision of the Supreme Court, after hearing 
the arguments, was that the case should be sent back 
to lower courts to determine whether perjury was com- 
mitted by three of the witnesses who appeared before 
the Control Board. There has been no indication that 
the court would reply to the charges made by the 
House Committee chairman. 

In filing the petition as friend of the court, the 
group’s attorney, Royal A. France, called the signers 
“a group of prominent American citizens, none of whom 
are Communists.” Chairman Walter called this a 
“deliberate attempt to deceive the court.” 

He declared: “The files of this committee show that, 
apart from the extensive Communist-front affiliations 
of most of the amicus curiae, 26 of them have been 
identified in sworn testimony as members of the Com- 
munist Party.” 

Chairman Walter identified them as follow: Elmer 
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Mrs. Joan Gainer (NYC); Miss Miriam Schwart (Bronx) ; 
and Miss Sylvia Atkins (Brooklyn), Invoke First and Fifth 
Amendments When Questioned by Congressional Committee 
About Communist Membership and Passports. 


A. Benson, Lloyd L. Brown, Edwin Berry Burgum, 
Isobel Cerney, Hugh DeLacey, Dorothy W. Douglas, 
Howard Fast, James W. Ford, Daniel Fine, Sid Gluck, 
Ralph Gundlach, William Harrison, W. A. Hunton, 
Arnold Keene, Albert E. Kahn, Rockwell Kent, John 
A. Kingsbury, John Howard Lawson, Carey McWil- 
liams, Scott Nearing, William L. Patterson, Prof. Hol- 
land Roberts, Mary Van Kleeck, John Weatherwax, 
and Rev. Eliot White. 


Americans For Democratic Action 
Out Of Step 


It is reported that the leftwing New and Fair Deal- 
ers who compose the movement named Americans For 
Democratic Action have ousted Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
Jr., because he represents the Dominican Republic. 

Reds and Socialists dislike President Truijillo, of 
the Dominican because he tolerates no Marxian trou- 
ble makers in his country’s midst. So the ADA does 
not cherish keeping company with anyone in the em- 
ploy of Truijillo, even though it is the son of their 
idol, the late President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and of 


(See Enemy, Page 23) 


Accompanied by Government Agents Four of Seven Com- 
munist Party Officials of Massachusetts Indicted by U. S. 


Government for Sedition. Michael Russo (left); Otis 
Hood, Sidney Lipshires and Daniel Boone Schirmer. 
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cXNATIONAL REPUBLIC EDITORIALS 


FOR—Fundamental Americanism; Constitutional Repre- 
sentative Government; Constructive National Policies. 


AGAINST—All Subversive Movements Inimical to Ameri- 
ean Ideals, Traditions and Institutions. 


GOD AND BEAST Ir ANYBODY FINDS IT DIFFI- 

cut to define the difference 
between Americanism and Communism let him read 
the Declaration of Independence and the Communist 
Manifesto. These documents are all that are necessary 
to study as examples of what the world has done and 
what it is now doing. In one document mankind at- 
tains the heights from which he can see the Throne 
of God. In the other, he descends into the darkness 
of the beast that haunts and would destroy man. The 
history of the world changed 180 years ago when 
Americans declared their independence; and in spite 
of some errors, evils, darkness and diabolism the peo- 
ples seeking freedom have made progress. Even in 
Russia the world moves forward, in spite of Commu- 
nism, slowly but surely, toward freedom. It is clearly 
the will of the Creator that humanity should go toward 
HIM. 

Near the end of June 1776, the Assembly of Virginia 
adopted a resolution offered by George Mason, a neigh- 
bor of George Washington, in which Mason distinctly 
asserted that one of the inalienable rights conferred 
upon man at his birth was the right to acquire and 
enjoy property. The gist of his resolution appears 
in the imperishable Declaration of Independence; but 
the Committee revising that document decided not to 
use the word “property” because of the possibility of 
a deadlock in Congress over the matter of owning 
slaves. And so the language alluding to this divine 
right of property was toned down to read “and the pur- 
suit of happiness.” This phrase means the same thing, 
since no one can be truly happy unless free—and he 
is not free unless he has the right to acquire and own 
a part of this God-given earth, to be the safe home of 
his wife and children, and his own refuge in time of 
trouble. 

Tne right to acquire and enjoy property is stated 
in Holy Writ. It is denied in the Communist Mani- 
festo. That is one of the chief differences between a 
lump of clay and man’s claim of descent from the 
supernatural and eternal Being who creates light, 
time, space, life, death (so-called) and human life 
hereafter. The Manifesto, by denying man’s right to 
own property, denies his divine origin and would keep 
him a lump of clay. The Declaration stands as the 
most sublime and perpetual expression of God’s ever- 
lasting will, outside of the Bible, that has yet emanated 
from man’s heart and mind. It links him with his 
Creator, and if obeyed it safeguards his liberty and 
life forever. 


THE GOVERNMENT iistortnne some divisions 
MUST OBEY 


of the Government of the 

United States are moving 
into a clash with its sovereign—the American people. 
This government is one of the modern wonders of the 
world. No one can foresee the outcome of the disaster 
that hangs over our country. Destiny hurls it forward 
to the climax. Whether this Republic is to surmount 
the present trend and rise to a still more perfect union 


or whether the gloom of impending oblivion is about 
to envelop it is a question that its own inhabitants for 
the most part treat with ignorance, contempt or in- 
difference. 

From a government obeying the iron rule of its mas- 
ters the people, and attaining the most glorious emi- 
nence of wealth and power which history has ever re- 
corded, a portion of the United States has slumped 
into the combined role of a squanderer, a traitor to 
law, a half-crazed dupe and coward of foreign foes and 
madmen, a worshiper of indencency in morals and art, 
and a boor’s tolerance of officers who advertise viola- 
tion of their oaths of office. 

Communism and socialism are brushing aside the 
rule of individual and private ownership of property 
upon which rest the rights of life and liberty. The 
high courts usurp the power to make laws that stir 
up racial and sectional hatred. Secret bargains are 
made between alien malefactors and domestic bureau- 
crats. Charges of graft in military contracts are pub- 
licly charged. Public immorality is pervading busi- 
ness and society. 

What should Americans do, those who revere the 
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of 
the United States? Should they demand another con- 
stitutional convention to establish a more perfect 
union? Millions of them shrink from such a proposal, 
feeling that anarchy would result. Other millions 
insist that amendments can be made which will force 
compliance with the system. The question of limiting 
the power of the Supreme Court looms up as one of 
the acts of sovereignty which the people must execute 
if they are to remain united and free. Secialism, that 
curse of individual and collective liberty, is another 
evil that our citizens must overcome. 

“The world is very evil; 

The times are waxing late; 
Be sober and keep vigil; 

The Judge is at the gate.” 


LOST ( AREERS TO THE OBSERVER WITH EXPERI- 

ENCE in national politics it is 
incomprehensible that a statesman should sacrifice 
his career in a cause obnoxious to the people, contrary 
to the Constitution, and subject to public obloquy. 
Is it because such a man mistakes personal popularity 
for national or party influence, or because he delib- 
erately sacrifices himself in the fixed belief that the 
cause he espouses is a stride toward triumphant truth 
to which the world may be blind today, but which to- 
morrow will stir all humanity to march in unison and 
peace? 

The observer takes note that such a leader drops out 
of sight. The man has no audience. What he says 
is of no consequence, because nobody listens to him. 
So, to the observer at least, there is no sense in sacri- 
ficing a career as spokesman of a cause or a party, no 
matter how the actor in question may console himself 
as a “prophet without honor in his own country.” 

One after another, public men who have become in- 
fatuated with “internationalism” in its various allur- 
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ing disguises have lost their official places, and are no 
longer regarded as leaders in internationalism or any- 
thing else. It is unnecessary to cite names. Some 
such men are panting breathlessly now, hoping to 
recover office and prestige, and it would be unfair to 
obstruct their efforts. They are doomed to disappoint- 
ment in aspiring to change the structure of American- 
ism—and the setback will be enough, as a rebuke and 
a warning. 

The vast majority of Americans believe in America. 
Perhaps the core of their opposition to “international- 
ism” is their conviction that there is no substitute for 
Americanism. They do not believe in world govern- 
ment, under any guise, because that idea carries with 
it the corollary that America would be compelled 
under such a system to permit aliens to share in gov- 
erning the United States. The failure of the League 
of Nations and the U. N. convinces most Americans 
that there is no such thing as world wisdom. The 
nations split up their votes and policies as best suits 
them, and they have that right. Hence Americans, 
in directing American policy, quote Washington: “Put 
none but Americans on guard.” 

The demand for world government comes at least 
a century too soon. If one-half of the human race can 
catch up by 2000 A.D. with the political intelligence 
which Americans possessed 180 years ago, it will be 
making wonderful progress. The zealots who now 
throw away their careers in pursuit of imaginary in- 
ternational wisdom could serve the public better by 
taking care that the Constitution shall not be violated 
by any enemy, within or without. 


CONGRESS IS NOW IN THE 


BY COMPROMISE process of reaching a com- 


promise on appropriations prior to an adjournment. 
It is one of the most interesting and important activi- 
ties in the United States, involving immense sums 
and executing in a rough-and-tumble fashion the prac- 
tical will of a practical people. When the two houses 
have voted separately upon an appropriation for one 
of the big departments, each branch has registered the 
majority opinion of States and sections, but the vote 
may (and usually does) differ widely from the vote 
of the other house. The question of national policy 
is usually involved besides the question of “how 
much?” Then comes the tug of war. How can the 
conflicts of opinion and actual drafts upon the Treas- 
ury be adjusted so that the finished product will be 
the single decision of a body representing nearly 200 
million people? 

The procedure is very simple and typically Ameri- 
can. A conference committee from each house takes 
charge. These committees usually consist of three 
to six members who have led in fights over the bill, 
and both political parties are represented. The com- 
mitteemen meet in joint sessions with their coats off, 
laughing and joking, and going through familiar tac- 
ties. Finally a compromise is arrived at. 

Whoever has attended a conference committee meet- 
ing for the first time is astounded by the audacity of 
members who rudely and recklessly propose adjust- 
ments or amendments which they know in advance will 
be rejected. Counter proposals meet the same fate, 
tumbling into the waste basket as soon as they are 
offered. No appropriation in the bill is immune to 
attack. There is no room for a sacred cow at the 
conference table. “Scepter and crown come tumbling 
down, and in the self same earth are laid with the 
poor crooked scythe and spade.” Stubborn resistance 
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engenders fiery tempers, from which the puffing ad- 
versaries finally emerge as good friends. “Compro- 
mise” is the magic that dissolves the solid wall of op- 
position. Every member knows beforehand that he 
will be forced to yield something in order to gain some- 
thing else, so he plays his cards and “stalls” for time 
and new ideas. In great controversies the compromises 
agreed upon in conference are sometimes of a startling 
nature, never heard of before, never referred to in 
either house. But the hatchetmen in conference have 
hacked their way to an agreement, and Congress must 
swallow the new agreement and like it. 

“Compromise” is the strongest word in the language 
of legislation, as it is in life itself. Sooner or later 
every man and every Congress will make headway by 
compromise. 


IN ANOTHER EDITORIAL IN 
this issue the “National Re- 


GOVERNMENT BY 


expressed in the Declaration of Independence and to 
the rights which he inherits at birth. The Declaration 
attaches to its list of these rights these words: “That 
to secure these rights, Governments are instituted 
among men, deriving their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed. . . . That whenever any form of 
government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the 
Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to 
institute new Government, laying its foundation on 
such principles and organizing its powers in such form 
as to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety 
and Happiness.” The Constitution is based upon this 
fundamental right of the people to alter their form 
of government by prescribed means, whenever they de- 
cide that it is not satisfactory. But every officer and 
judge is bound by oath to God and man to obey and 
support the Constitution. The phrase quoted alludes 
to the fact that American rights are secured by gov- 
ernments “deriving their just powers from the consent 
of the governed.” 

This was a new conception in 1776, and is still novel 
and unknown in many parts of the world. A people 
governed by their own consent are not likely to revolt, 
even under provocation. There is an opposite danger 
—that they will tolerate injustice and tyranny a long 
time, rather than revolt. The period of toleration of 
unjust administration of government has been domi- 
nant in America for some twenty years, but no doubt 
the massive majority of citizens is loyal to the Con- 
stitution and, in the end, will compel their adminis- 
trators to obey it. The vagaries of a number of judi- 
cial decisions lately are sinister and astounding to 


patriots. Congress is lax and incompetent in some re- 
spects. Public and private morals are on the down 
grade. Lewdness in attire and on the stage is ram- 


pant, and the neglect of child care encourages crime. 
The trend toward creeping socialism and its black 
mate Communism horrifies loyal citizens. 

Every sane citizen wishes to be law-abiding. He 
expects the administrators of his government to obey 
what it is ordered to do. Yet, at the present rate of 
descent into the horrors of injustice, the signs of re- 
sentment are few. Nevertheless, what was uttered by 
the founding fathers is true today and will be true 
tomorrow: “To secure these rights, governments are 
instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.” 


HERE have always been individual adolescents 
Be who developed wayward and criminal tenden- 

cies, but the most alarming thing about the 
present wave of “juvenile delinquency” is to be found 
in “gang activity.” Teen-age boys, and girls too, join 
together in “gangs” or “rat packs,” as they are known 
to the police, and devote themselves to all sorts of 
lawlessness. 

Teen-age “gansterism” sometimes involves robbing 
and stealing. But the “gang activity” usually is 
characterized by two overtones that are most dis- 
turbing and often puzzling to investigators. A sur- 


Some were stripped of their night clothes. Damage 
done by the noisy raiders was unofficially estimated at 
more than $10,000. Beds were overturned, bedding 
thrown out windows, at least one door ripped off its 
hinges, clothing and purses stolen. . . . Squads of po- 
lice were rushed to the scene.” 

Many leading colleges and universities over our land 
have been the scene of similar sex-and-violence out- 
rages during recent years. Some commentators have 
tried to laugh off these so-called “panty raids” as mere 
“college pranks,” but this attitude is about as funny 
as the smug smiles and “so sorry” apologies of the 
Japanese diplomats after the 
attack at Pearl Harbor. Cer- 


RED REVOLT ON THE CAMPUS 


By DR. DAN W. GILBERT 


tainly it is a delinquent men- 
tality that regards crimes 
against decency and mass de 
struction of property as mere 
“college pranks.” 

Many investigators believe 
that young criminals are en- 
couraged by the “slap on the 


vey of any big city newspaper reveals that teen-age 
“gang activity” nearly always ends up in some form 
of sexual licentiousness and wanton destruction of 
public property, usually school property. Teen-age 
vandalism has cost one large city tens of thousands 
of dollars in one year, through the deliberate damag- 
ing of school facilities. Special guards have had to 
be hired, at taxpayers expense, in an effort to pro- 
tect public schools from damage and destruction at 
the hands of student “gansters.” 

Next to their vicious wrecking of school property, 
teen-age “gansters” seem most concerned to perpetrate 
outrages against public decency. It is not uncommon 
to read of a group of teen-age boys “ganging” up on 
a girl of 12 or 14 years, and subjecting her to whole- 
sale assault. Sometimes, the girls join with the boys 
in staging mass “sex debaucheries” that shock even 
experienced vice investigators. In the case of the 
girl “gansters,” the police often find that girls of 
tender teen-years practice prostitution openly and 
brazenly. 

An epidemic of teen-age violence, combined with sex 
licentiousness, has always been the foul fruit of red 
revolutionary agitation. In his monumental study of 
The Sociology of Revolution, Dr. Pitirim A. Sorokin 
discusses the violence and sex degeneracy that was 
encouraged in the Bolshevik Revolution period in Rus- 
sia, “Parallel to the development of sexual license, 
we observe a very decided manifestation of sadism and 
sexual perversion. Beginning with the Bolsheviks’ 
brutal violation of the women’s battalion during the 
days of the October revolution, cases of violation were 
pretty frequent ... the increase in sexual license 
manifested itself in dozens of symptoms similar to the 
following one: ‘During the October riots in Odessa, 
hooligans violated girls openly in the streets... .’” 

In his study of the French Revolution, which Lenin 
boasted was just a “dress rehearsal” for the Russian 
Revolution, Madelin describes “the tremendous growth 
of sexual sadism ...a kind of epidemic of pulling 
the clothes off women on public streets ... ” 

The Los Angeles Herald-Evpress, recently published 
this Associated Press dispatch, “Three thousand Uni- 
versity of California students invaded at least a dozen 
sorority houses last night in a ‘panty raiding party’ 
that turned into a near riot. Coeds were ‘knocked 
around, assaulted, carried outside in pajamas or nude’, 
the student newspaper Daily Californian said today. 


wrist” attitude of some of our 
court judges toward even the 
most serious of malefactors. 

An Associated Press dispatch, May 25, 1956, re- 
ports: “I'raternity and dormitory men will pay $3.50 
a head for damage to women students’ houses in a 
bey panty raid at the University of California May 

It is refreshing to note that “panty raiders” at the 
University of Kansas received somewhat sterner 
treatment. A May 15 dispatch from Lawrence, Kan- 
sas, reports: “Five University of Kansas students were 
in jail, and a sixth was free on bond today after a 
panty raid on a Baker University soroity house 12 
miles away at Baldwin. Dr. Laurence C. Woodruff, 
dean of students at Kansas, said the university will 
expel all who participated as fast as it gets proof. An 
estimated 80 to 100 KU men crashed the Alphi Chi 
Omega house early yesterday and rampaged for an 
hour. Dressing robes were ripped from three Baker 


Dr. Dan W. Gilbert 


‘ 
7 
be 
pe 
> 
i; . 
4 
| : 
J 
2 


coeds. Windows were smashed and silverware taken.” 

Older folks, who never were exposed to our “mod- 
ern” educational system, find it impossible to under- 
stand college boys, from good homes, going forth in 
anything so nasty and disgusting as a “panty raid.” 
It must be recognized that so-called “progressive edu- 
cation” from the lower grades on through college puts 
an exaggerated emphasis upon sex. A peculiar kind 
of “sex-consciousness” is stimulated in the student. 
Sigmund Freud was discredited as a quack in his 
native Vienna. But, for a generation, his twisted 
theories have cast a sickening blight over many college 
textbooks in America, Freud saw sex in everything. 
All conduct—good or bad—had some “hidden sex sig- 
nificance.” Freud warned against “repressing” or “in- 
hibiting” the “free expression of sex activity.” Neu- 
roses and even insanity were supposed to result from 
exercising self-control in matters related to sex. 

Lenin, the Bolshevik leader, taught the infamous 
“glass of water” theory regarding sex relations. He 
claimed that love between man and woman is “only a 
physiological process,” and should be made common 
and trivial like “taking a drink of water.” Shock- 
ingly enough, this theory has had much influence in 
the development of the “modern system” of sex educa- 
tion in our schools. Dr. G. Stanley Hall, the famous 
psychologist, once said that the “progressive” system 
of teaching sex in our schools amounts to the “psy- 
chological rape of the child.” 

Our whole Christian tradition has been based on the 
Bible teaching that sex is sacred. It is not just a 
“physiological” or bodily process. The protector of vir- 
tue is modesty. The Bible does not teach that igno- 
rance is the same as innocence. Far from it. The 
Bible teaches the facts about sex and life. However, 
in so doing, the Bible enforces the system of modesty, 
reserve, decorum, and delicacy in the relation of boys 
and girls, men and women. 

The system of “sex education” now in force in many 
of our schools goes directly contrary to what the 
Bible teaches. What is called “brutal frankness” is 
employed in a deliberate effort to break down the 
child’s innate sense of modesty and reserve. Boys 
and girls are taught to discuss sex relations with the 
same abandon and frivolity that they would talk about 
a baseball game or any other type of activity. Conse- 
quently from ages of five to teen-age they begin to 
explore the meaning in practice. 

Many of our parents and grandparents walked miles 
to get to school. They cannot understand the attitude 
of youngsters who “revolt” against learning, and even 
destroy school property in a wholesale fashion. The 
“progressive” educators say they don’t believe in dis- 
cipline. That one must let the children do as they 
please. Is it not time for these educators to realize 
that this may be the very reason why the youngsters 
are so much in revolt against the schools that special 
guards have to be on duty to keep them from being de- 
stroyed. 

Intelligent young people do not like parents, or 
teachers, who just sit foolishly by, and let them do 
as they please. Young people want and need direction 
—and discipline. God gave children parents so that 
they might be guided in youth. Youth have no respect 
for a home, or a school system, in which adults act 
like juveniles, bowing to their every whim, and with- 
holding from them the sound direction and discipline 
which, deep down, they realize they need. 

So far from instilling gratitude for our American 
heritage in the minds of the students, many of the 
grade school, high school, and college textbooks do 
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little but stir a restless malcontent in the young peo- 
ple. Some fifteen years ago, this writer undertook 
for the National Republic a special survey of high 
school textbooks. He reviewed the “social science” 
textbooks in use in 95% of our tax-supported high 
schools. A few of them were found to be pro-Com- 
munist or radically pro-Socialist. But most of them 
followed the “liberal line,” which seems to be one of 
constant and carping criticism of American institu- 
tions. Alleged “faults” in our system are magnified, 
while the basic goodness of our American economic 
system is played down if not completely ignored. The 
result is that the student is made to feel like a chronic 
malcontent facing life without hope. The “liberal” 
politicians, social workers, and certain school teachers 
combine to agitate so much about “underprivileged” 
youth, that young people are left in forgetfulness of 
the fact that the poorest youth in our land has privi- 
leges that would seem like the Kingdom of Heaven to 
boys and girls in most of the other nations of the 
world. 


College young people have long been made the spe- 
cial target of professional agitators who, as the Bible 
warns, “seek to make merchandise of youth.” This 
writer was in high school when two anarchists, Sacco 
and Vanzetti, were convicted of the crime of murder. 
Under the pressuring of a left-wing teacher we con- 
ducted a “students protest” parade down the main 
street of town. All that was accomplished was some 
fist fights downtown, and trouble at home for many 
of us who were misguided into taking part in the 
“demonstration.” 

All during my high school and college days in Cali- 
fornia, I saw the students stirred up, and sent forth 
in riotous demonstrations, on behalf of two other 
murders, who also happened to be radicals, Mooney 
and Billings. Some time later, I wrote an article 
for the National Republic setting forth the fact, which 
anyone could find out by simple investigation, that 
they had a fair trial and were fairly convicted. 

I can say, on My own experience, and that of others 
I have observed: it does great harm to the emotional 
and intellectual system of a teen-ager to teach him 
that this is not a land of liberty and justice for all. 
It brings out in his life and conduct the worst of 
rebellious and destructive impulses to set him on fire 
with indignation over “wrongs” and “injustices” that 
the professional agitators dream up for the benefit 

(See Rep, Page 31) 
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66 AVE you tried to buy a flag lately?” Major 
H Allen R. Wrenn, U. 8. A., retired, asked a 
neighbor in Washington, the nation’s capital. 

“No, sir, I haven’t.” 

“Have you got a flag?” the major snapped. 

“No, sir, I haven’t.” 

The major shot back, “That’s the trouble with Amer- 
ica. People who make flags don’t know how to sell 
‘em. People who should be flying flags—on all na- 
tional holidays—don’t buy ’em, partly because they 
aren’t conveniently for sale.” 

The major’s remark, overheard by another neighbor, 
led to an investigation. ’ 


Douglas who has trained a boy to play “To the Colors” 
on a bugle while the old army man does a Present 
Arms with his rifle. He’d have the boy blow Revielle 
in the morning except for fear of disturbing the 
neighbors. 

A group that deals kindly with the flag is the Amer- 
ican steel constructors’ craft. According to John W. 
Hill, editor of Steelways, bimonthly of American Iron 
and Steel Institute, the usual practice is to set an 
American flag flying on top of a newly completed steel 
framework of a building. This hoisting of the flag 
is called the “topping out.” “It has,” Mr. Hill says, 
“become a tradition of the American steel construc- 


WHAT'S WRONG 


By JOHN JAY DALY 


WITH THE FLAG? 


Along with musical copies of The Star Spangled 
Banner, printed or recorded, the flag is the hardest 
article to purchase in all America. Try to buy one 
some day. 

On a tour of downtown Washington one young lady 
could not find a record carrying the tune of the Na- 
tional Anthem. Looking for an American flag—to 
purchase—her brother was equally unsuccessful. 

“Tt seems impossible to buy a flag,” this youngster, 
Jimmie Moore, said at the end of a day’s workout. 
When a clerk in a music store said he had never heard 
of The Star Spangled Banner, Jimmie Moore gave up 
and went home. 

The boy reported to his father, “When you do find 
a store that sells flags—and there are several—no one 
seems interested enough to know the price or help you 
in getting the kind of flag you want. I even had a 
hard time getting the name of a flag manufacturer. 
Certainly, somebody must make flags now that Betsy 
Ross has stopped sewing.” 

“Son,” his father said, “you ought-a go in the flag 
business. The government buys ’em in carload lots.” 

“But the people don’t,” the boy replied. 

A canvass of one street in fashionable Chevy Chase, 
a suburb of Washington, revealed that only one home 
flies the flag on the outstanding days when it should 
be flown. 

In Baltimore, birthplace of The Star Spangled Ban- 
ner, almost the same condition prevails. Very few 
homes display the flag on holidays. 

In Philadelphia, where the Liberty Bell is exhibited, 
flags flying from private flagpoles are rather a rarety. 

In New York, according to a check-up made by an 
old-time newspaper reporter, Don Allen, the flag flies 
proudly on holidays, but not on the homes of the 
mighty. It finds its best supporters in such places 
as Little Italy, Hell’s Kitchen, and in The Village. 
“If you see a flag flying in little ole New York,” Don 
wrote to a friend, “chances are a hundred to one it’s 
on the home of a foreign born person.” 

What a tribute to America and Americans? 

Yet there are some Americans who go all out for the 
flag. One fellow in Arlington, Virginia, after being 
mustered out of the Army at Fort Myer, having done 
a 30-year hitch, keeps up the custom of running up 
the flag fast at Reveille and hauling it down, slowly, 
at Retreat. This is the former Sergeant Michael 


tor’s craft. It marks the end of frame erection and 
asks blessings upon the building. The ceremonies at- 
tending it, sometimes simple and sometimes headline 
catching, have been passed down from generation to 
generation. Their origin has long been obscured by 
time.” 

All this, however, is mass action. The individual, 
and even the family, seems to have forgotten the hom- 
age due to Old Glory. There is, at the present time, 
a movement on foot that may awaken a slumbering 
custom. Once it was quite the proper gesture to dis- 
play the colors in front of American homes. 

Norbert J. Berg, general manager of National In- 
stitute of Dry Cleaning, Silver Spring, Maryland, 
heard of the many obstacles placed in the way of peo- 
ple who wish to be patriotic and display the flag. He 
made this offer after consultation with many of the 
nation’s 30,000 dry cleaners: “We’ll clean American 
flags without charge if you fly ’em.” 


The Little Tot Salutes The Passing Flag. 
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That goes, of course, only for the prominent holi- 
days: Independence Day, Flag Day, and the others. 
The offer appealed to J. Addington Wagner, national 
comander of the American Legion, originator of a Dis- 
play the Flag Movement. He alerted 17,000 Legion 
posts throughout the nation. So, if you see more 
flags—clean flags, too—flying this Fourth of July 
you'll know the reason. 

“It is my belief,” says Mr. Berg, “that the very sight 
of the American flag inspires patriotism. No one 
ever looked at the flag flying atop of the United States 
Capitol, for instance, without a stepped-up heart beat. 
It’s almost like making a hole-in-one at golf.” 

That’s for sure. Mr. Berg tells of one of his young 
men who phoned the Capital Awning Company—a 
prominent firm in Washington that does business with 
the government. It was established in 1916 by Ella 
M. Russell. A quarter-page ad in the yellow section 
of the telephone directory publicizes its wares. Among 
them are flags. 

You’d naturally suppose that a firm advertising flags 
would be glad to sell flags. But hear ye the experience 
of one of Mr. Berg’s boys, as jotted down for future 
reference: 

“Johnnie Daleigh phoned the Capital Awning Co., 
Ine., (TUckerman 2-2958) and asked about flags, how 
much a good one would cost, what was the popular 
size. He was told: “The boss is out now, and I’m not 
sure what flags we’ve got, but there’s one here that 
sells for six dollars and the pole is six dollars, too,. 
but I think you’d better call back because flags are 
not my line.” 

Johnnie didn’t call back. Instead he got his sweet- 
heart to make a personal visit to the Louis R. Kengla 
Flag Company on Wisconsin Avenue, Northwest, 
Washington. They, too, advertise in the yellow pages 
of the phone book. In a one-inch ad they call atten- 
tion to “Flags & Banners, Wholesale-Retail, U. 8S. 
Flags.” Though they sell flags to the government, the 
young lady was told, “The boss is out. You’d better 
come back some other time since I don’t know too 
much about flags.” 

This seemed unbelievable. Seems that no one but 
the boss knows anything about flags in the flag stores 
of Washington, D. C. And when the boss is out that 
means the end of the deal. Could be, of course, that 
these flag merchants want to sell only to Uncle Sam 
who has an accomodating pocketbook. He doesn’t buy 
one flag at a time. He buys flags by the thousands. 

Mr. Berg, having heard this tale of woe, and being 
rather flag-conscious himself, thought it a good idea 
to have some of his alert young men and women go 
flag hunting. It was easy to do since there are only 
eleven companies in this big city of Washington, D. C., 
that sell flags. 

“And what do you think?” asks Mr. Berg. He 
chuckles and answers his own question: “You’re right. 
Whenever the boss is out, no flags.” 

No flags flying, no flags to get dirty, no flags to be 
cleaned—even when the work is free. 

This offer still stands, says Mr. Berg, who is waiting 
for the returns to come in from members of his associa- 
tion. They have been asked to report on how many 
flags they cleaned in anticipation of the Big Day— 
July 4th. 

While few flags are flown from home flagpoles in 
Washington, the nation’s capital, the town is a-glitter 
with Old Glory on every occasion when flags should 
be flown. Aside from the national holidays, the Star 
Spangled Banner is on display every day on each gov- 
ernment building. It also flies on sidewalk poles along 
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the line of march whenever a visiting potentate comes 
to town. That is quite often here lately since Presi- 
dent Eisenhower established what he calls Personal 
Diplomacy. 

And what a sight it is—to see Old Glory flying from 
a home, or an office building. As Mr. Berg says, “We 
ought-a have more of it. If the people fly ’em we'll 
clean ’em.” 

He gives credit to the American Legion for originat- 
ing the idea. That was about a year ago, but nothing 
much was done until this year. Then the NID—Na- 
tional Institute of Drycleaning—distributed 38,000 
posters to all the nation’s cleaners. That was 8,000 
more posters than cleaners but many wanted more 
than one to display in their stores and on trucks, tell- 
ing of the program. 

Drycleaners participating in this program—to pro- 
vide “New Glory for Old Glory”—display a red, white 
and blue poster that tells of the free flag cleaning 
offer. In an open letter to the nation’s drycleaners, 
Frank A. Prather, president of the Institute, told them 
that in accepting American flags for free cleaning 
they would be “encouraging wider display of the flag 
and at the same time contributing to the spirit of 
American patriotism.” 

State and regional drycleaners’ associations backed 
the movement, working on an industry-wide basis. 

The posters, flying the flag with stars resplendant in 
a background sky, state simply: American flags cleaned 
here without charge. 

Since the cleaners are vitally interested in fabrics, 
experts at the Institute went to quite a bit of research 
effort to learn about cleaning flags. They found these 
facts: 

American flags are made of several different fibers 
and fabrics. Some flags are all wool. Others are all 
cotton. In real fancy flags, manufacturers may use 
acetate for red stripes and nylon for the white. The 
blue field can be either cotton or wool. Years ago, 
when weighted silk was popular, many flags were made 
of that material. 


(See Frac, Page 31) 


I AM OLD GLORY 


For more than eight score years I have been the 
banner of hope and freedom for generation after gen- 
eration of Americans, Born amid the first flames of 
America’s fight for freedom, I am the symbol of a 
country that has grown from a little group of thirteen 
colonies to a united nation of forty-eight sovereign 
states. Planted firmly on the high pinnacle of Ameri- 
can Faith my gently fluttering folds have proved an 
inspiration to untold millions. Men have followed me 
into battle with unwavering courage. They have 
looked upon me as a symbol of national unity. They 
have prayed that they and their fellow citizens might 
continue to enjoy the life, liberty and pursuit of 
happiness, which have been granted to every American 
as the heritage of free men. So long as men love 
liberty more than life itself; so long as they treasure 
the priceless privileges bought with the blood of our 
forefathers; so long as the principles of truth, justice 
and charity for all remain deeply rooted in human 
hearts, I shall continue to be the enduring banner 
of the United States of America. 


I am Old Glory! 
—U. S. Marine Corps 
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OR over two years we were at war. Up to that 
time our success against the British was very 
discouraging. At the time Dolly Madison, the 
most popular woman in the United States, was making 
history as a woman more fondly and closely associated 
with the White House than any other of her sex, be- 
fore or since. She was mistress of the Executive 
Mansion. The time was August 1814; and Washing- 
ton was warm and humid. 

Many inhabitants of Washington were alarmed by 
the defeats which the Americans suffered at the hands 
of the British. 


sailors had been landed at a point about 40 miles from 
Washington, and that the armed forces were heading 
for Washington with Cockburn in command of the 
sailors and marines, and with Ross in command of 
the soldiers. 

As soon as this was learned stirring appeals were 
made in Washington and surrounding countryside for 
volunteers to come to the defense of our national 
capital. In the meantime General Winder sent a 
large detachment of militia to try to stop the British. 

In the midst of all this excitement and hustle and 
bustle in the War Department, Dolly Madison remain- 


DOLLY MADISON SAVES 
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE 


By GEORGE W. GRUPP 


Some pointed out that Admiral Sir George Cock- 
burn had already attacked, pillaged, and burned one 
place after another in both Maryland and Virginia. 

With horror they exclaimed that he had killed many 
inhabitants living on the shores of the Chesapeake Bay; 
and that many others he had taken as prisoners of 
war. 

Cockburn’s nefarious mission was to blockade the 
harbors and ports of the Chesapeake Bay and tributary 
waters, to destroy all dockyards, and to lay waste 
towns along the seaboard. And in his mission he 
was so successful that by August 1814 he was already 
known in Washington as “Cockburn, the marauder.” 

“What is to stop him from landing a force and de- 
stroy Washington?” some asked. To this Secretary 
of War General John Armstrong replied: “What? 
The enemy will attack Washington? Nonsense!” 

Armstrong, however, was mistaken. Not long after- 
ward the enemy started to close in on our national 
capital, and President James Madison became uneasy. 

When the President learned that a fleet of British 
transports had left Bermuda for the Potomac River, 
he quickly called a meeting of his cabinet. He sub- 
mitted a plan of defense and urged that immediate 
action be taken to protect our national capital. The 
cabinet quickly adopted his plan of defense; and, 
General William H. Winder was placed in command 
of the defense forces with orders to carry out the 
President’s plan. 

Unfortunately, many obstacles, delays, and feeble 
and slow responses to the call for troops, due to of- 
ficial misunderstandings, doomed the success of Madi- 
son’s plans. 

About this time, Admiral Sir George Cockburn’s fleet 
was joined by Admiral Alexander Cockrane’s fleet of 
21 vessels and by a number of transports bearing 
thousands of land troops commanded by General Rob- 
ert Ross. 

Early on the morning of August 19, 1814, the in- 
habitants residing between Patuxent River and Wash- 
ington, D. C., were awakened from their sleep by the 
clatter of a horse’s hoofs and the rider’s cry of alarm: 
“To arms! To arms! Cockburn is coming!” 


Official intelligence revealed that Cockburn had 
come up the Patuxent River, that 5,000 soldiers and 


ed calm even though she sensed the impending disaster 
of Washington. 

This charming woman, who had a fair skin, blue 
eyes, black hair, and whom Washington Irving de- 
scribed as “a fine, portly, buxom dame,” refrained 
from saying or doing anything which might alarm her 
husband, or any of the White House staff and servants. 

When President Madison hurriedly said farewell to 
his wife on the afternoon of August 22nd, and rode 
off on horseback to confer with General Winder at 
the front, the White House staff became very nervous. 
And when a dispatch was later received at the White 
House which revealed that the American fleet of 14 
vessels under Commodore Joshua Barney had been 
destroyed in the Patuxent River to prevent their cap- 
ture by the British, the staff at the Executive Mansion 
were anxious to flee. 

Even though all this excitement was going on, Dolly 
Madison remained outwardly calm no matter what she 
may have thought or felt inwardly. 


Dolly Madison 
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The next day, August 23rd, the whole city was in a 
state of consternation after a dispatch was received 
from Secretary of State James Monroe who had been 
reconnoitering the British with General Winder. Mon- 
roe wrote: “The enemy are in full march to Washing- 
ton. Our troops are retiring. Have the materials pre- 
pared to destroy the bridges. You had better remove 
the records.” 

Immediately, every Government employee and execu- 
tive set to work packing and removing documents, 
records and valuables to prevent their being taken by 
the British. 

By late afternoon, of August 23rd, the roads out of 
Washington to Virginia and Western Maryland were 
crowded with ox-carts, wheelbarrows and wagons 
loaded with household effects and other possessions. 
They were all making a hurried exodus of the city. 
Many without transport vehicles left all of their pos- 
sessions for the foe except those which they could 
carry on foot. Some, of course, remained in their 
homes in the desperate hope that eventually some 
means of transportation would come to their rescue, 
or in the hope that the British would be merciful to 
them. 

By noon of August 24, 1814, the British and Ameri- 
cans were engaged in a fierce battle at Bladensburg, 
five miles from the White House. The thunder of 
cannon could be heard at the Executive Mansion, 

Then came a bleeding rider on a galloping horse up 
Pennsylvania Avenue shouting with terror: “Fly! Fly! 
The British are coming!” Close on his heels, on horse- 
back, came Secretary of State Monroe who repeated 
the warning: “Fly! Fly! The enemy are coming!” 

Soon the atmosphere was filled with a cloud of dust 
as the Americans retreated before the British from 
Bladensburg. Panic stricken men, women and chil- 
dren fled from their homes screaming, shouting, and 
justling one another as they rushed along toward and 
across the Long Bridge to take refuge in the woods 
and hills of Virginia. 

The White House guard of one hundred men aban- 
doned their post at the Executive Mansion. Only a 
few servants remained with Dolly Madison to help her 
gather together her husband’s papers and documents. 
These were hastily packed into three trunks and placed 
in an awaiting carriage. 

Having saved most, or nearly all, of her husband’s 
papers Dolly Madison now decided to save the life 
sized portrait of General George Washington which 
hung in one of the rooms of the White House. Real- 
izing that it would be too tedious, and a slow opera- 
tion, to unscrew the protrait from the wall, she ordered 
one of her servants to take an axe and break the gilted 
frame. Then with her own hands she removed the 
canvas, 

Dolly Madison had barely removed the portrait 
when she heard the rapidly approaching troops. Then 
two gentlemen friends rushed into the White House 
and pleaded: “Fly! Fly! at once madam! The British 


are upon us!” 


Turning to her friends she handed the canvas to 
them and said, “Save Washington’s portrait! If you 
cannot save it, see that it is destroyed. Under no 
circumstances allow it to fall into the hands of the 
enemy !” 

Now as she was about to leave the White House 
in her waiting carriage, she stopped to think and asked 
herself if she had packed all of the valuable documents. 
As she pondered over this question she remembered 
that Secretary of State James Monroe had the Declara- 
tion of Independence packed in a linen sack and that 
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it was placed in a case apart from all other documents. 

“It must be saved !” she cried. 

“Stop! For heaven’s sake stop!” her friends pleaded. 

She did not heed their advice. Instead, in a flash, 
this brave woman turned from her carriage and rushed 
back into the White House to save the most precious 
document of the Republic. 

Dolly Madison ran to the room where this historic 
document was kept as the British were advancing to 
burn the White House. She did not waste time to look 
for the key to the door of the case. Instead she smash- 
ed the glass door with her fist. She snatched the pre- 
cious document from the case and waved it triumph- 
antly over head like a happy school girl. 

With the document under her arm she ran back to 
her carriage. As soon as she was comfortably seated 
the coachman lashed the horses with his whip. In a 
gallop the horses dashed off with Dolly Madison in 
the direction of Georgetown. 

That night the Declaration of Independence was hid 
in a barn near Chain Bridge. The next day it was 
moved to Leesburg, Virginia, where it was placed for 
safe keeping in the home of a clergyman by the name of 
Littlejohn. And that ends the story about how Dolly 
Madison saved from destruction the Declaration of In- 
dependence. 


One Hunprep Seventy years ago, July 4, 1776, a 
document was issued by the Continental Congress, 
meeting in Philadelphia, that was, and still remains, 
the most vigorous protest against one-man power and 
government by executive fiat ever written. 

There were no Hitlers, no Stalins of that day, but 
there were others who in a manner, had similar de- 
signs to enslave mankind to their will. 

That document, the Declaration of Independence, 
was the tremendous j’accuse of a people against a 
king. It was the birth certificate of a people that had 
resolved to set faces forever against arbitrary usurpa- 
tion of power. 

It was a document signed by individuals representa- 
tive of the people, the first proclamation by the people 
as a whole, of the superior right of the individual over 
the executive and state tyranny. Long will it live. 
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Dolly Madison Saving The Declaration Of Independence. 


to a government agency. Because it was the first 
under a new law, I took it to the company’s lawyer 
for approval. I knew my figures were right, so when 
his pencil went busily to work on the draft, I wondered 
why. He told me. Handing the report back, the law- 
yer pointed out a number of changes in the text and 
said, “There! That will confuse those fellows down in 
Washington; and after all, that’s the aim of every good 
businessman.” 
Now maybe he only wanted to get even with the 
authors of tax form 1040. But I got the impression 


I HAD just finished my company’s financial report 


BUREAUCRAT AND 
BUSINESSMAN 


By H. A. STEVENS 


he shared the feeling of many businessmen that the 
bureaucrat is their natural enemy. That’s not good. 
With the voters demanding more and more of govern- 
ment and becoming less and less willing to pay the bill, 
prejudice should give way to cooperation. And so it 
would, I believe, if the businessman really knew and 
understood the bureaucrat, his unusual responsibilities 
and frustrating limitations. Then both would benefit, 


"the businessman most because he has most at stake. 


I spent the first twenty years of my occupational 
life in the federal civil service, in Washington and 
the field. That made me a bureaucrat. By that I 
mean, a career member of our established system of 
government by bureaus. To those who have less polite 
definitions, perhaps because of political differences or 
personal clashes, I hasten to add that I “reformed” 
and spent the next fifteen years in business, in Phila- 
delphia and New York City. So I became a business- 
man. 

With that background I present the bureaucrat to 
the businessman, hoping to make them better acquaint- 
ed and better able to work together for the common 
good. 

Of course they’re both made of the same stuff. Both 
went to the same schools and churches, engaged in the 
same sports and mischief, and grew up in the same 
family and social surroundings. Then one drifted 
into private enterprise and the other chose public 
service. Let’s see, still by way of comparison, if other 
differences develop. 

Is the bureaucrat a poor executive? A familiar 
complaint of the businessman is, “If I ran my business 
like the government I would soon fail!’ Maybe so. 
But if he could reverse the proposition and run the 
government like his business, he would just as surely 
fail. Why? Because the government is not a business. 

The primary purpose of business is profit, with 
service a means to an end. Conversely, the govern- 
ment’s only reason for being is service, with profit 
not even desired. Take the postal system for example. 
The businessman would be the first to insist that “the 
mail must go through” whether it does so at a profit 
or not. 

This difference in purpose means a difference in op- 
erating methods and working conditions. The bureau- 
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crat is held in check by the U. S. Revised Statutes, 
the Statutes at Large, the Attorney General’s Opin- 
ions, and the Comptroller General’s Decisions, not of 
his own making. He works with legislators, politi- 
cians, newsmen, and a host of citizens looking over 
his shoulder ready to find fault for any reason that 
suits them, 

The seasoned bureaucrat has learned to accept and 
master these conditions as successfully as the business- 
man masters his own. It is when they are not under- 
stood and accepted by those who seek his services that 
the bureaucrat finds it difficult to satisfy them. The 
successful businessman knows that he pleases most 
of his customers, but the conscientious bureaucrat 
often wonders if he pleases anyone. 

A departmental officer of my acquaintance once let 
his feeling of frustration show through while adminis- 
tering the ceremonial oath of office to a new appointee. 
After solemnly reciting the prescribed form committing 
the appointee to faithful performance of his duties, 
ete., the officer cynically added, ostensibly under his 
breath, “and may God have mercy on your soul!” 

Is the businessman more efficient? At one time in 
business I was an adviser in office management. Hav- 
ing served in a similar capacity in government, I had 
a basis for comparison. I found I could match almost 
any instance of unconventional office practice in gov- 
ernment with its like in business. For instance. One 
government establishment where I worked tried to 
solve the familiar missing-file problem by holding all 
files in a central file room and requiring users to go to 
that room to consult them. A business organization 
I surveyed did it the other way around. That is, it 
broke up the central file system and distributed the 
files to their most frequent users. 

I found that there are loafers and incompetents in 
business as well as in government. True, business 
gets rid of them quicker. It doesn’t have to struggle 
with the perplexing restrictions of the Civil Service 


THE “DAILY WORKER” ADMITS 


The Daily Worker, Communist house organ, faced 
by Khrushchev’s speech, follows the Khrushchev line 
as for years it followed the Stalin line. It manages 
to twist and turn with every movement of the Krem- 
lin. 

But what is significant is that Khrushchev really 
let the American commies down. They can only say 
that they were ignorant. Here is a quotation from 
the “Daily Worker’’: 

“We were wholly ignorant that these crimes had 
been committed, yet there was reputable evidence had 
we but listened. How then explain our consistent 
denunciation of many people as enemies of the work- 
ing class because they condemned these crimes? 

“We were wrong, terribly wrong. We extended 
the proper and laudable sympathy for the world’s 
first socialist state, and its defense against the mo- 
nopolists and fascists who would destroy it, to a 
stupid and arrogant condemnation of those who told 
the truth about the violations of justice in the Soviet 
Union.” 

Well, we are glad to see they admit they were 
wrong, terribly wrong. Now that they hang their 
heads in shame will the American commies do a little 
self-examination and self-criticism and stop serving 
the Kremlin against their own country which gives 
them life and liberty and a chance to pursue happi- 
ness without fear of being butchered by a Stalin? 


—New York Daily Mirror. 
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Act as compounded by the Veterans Preference Act. 
But the bureaucrat does dismiss undesirable em- 
ployees. And just as in business, it is more often 
because of troublesome character traits than lack 
of specific skills. I recall one such case in which I 
had to act. 

She was efficient enough in her work but so emo- 
tionally disturbed that she kept the whole office upset 
with her tantrums. I had planned the dismissal in- 
terview and tried to get to the point by saying, “I’m 
afraid you are not happy in your job, and that leaves 
us unhappy.” That’s as far as I got, for she too was 
prepared. With considerable spirit and emphasis she 
replied, “I’m perfectly happy and intend to remain. 
If you’re not happy, you can go!” But she was mis- 
taken. 

Is the bureaucrat more addicted to red tape? Prob- 
ably so, but by force of circumstances. Most of the 
government’s so-called red tape is designed to insure 
as nearly as possible the impersonal and impartial ap- 
plication of the law of the land and to reduce “the 
paralysis of private conscience in the presence of public 
funds.” 

Business shouldn’t call the kettle black. At one 
time I was engaged as assistant to the general man- 
ager of a then outstanding corporation having a num- 
ber of subsidiary companies. When one of the sub- 
sidiaries required special service of the parent com- 
pany it prepared a contract for my chief’s acceptance. 
It was my job to obtain an estimate of the cost and 
time for doing the job. If it was not obtainable off- 
hand, I was required to prepare another contract re- 
questing such estimate. This second contract also 
called for an estimate. That is, an estimate of the 
cost and time for furnishing an estimate of the cost 
and time for doing the job. I never matched that in 
government. 

Can the businessman transplant to government? Of 
course he can, and often does. But he doesn’t know 
what he’s getting into. Public administration has be- 
come as specialized and complex as any science. The 
leading universities recognize that fact and provide 
courses of instruction in the subject. The business- 
man, however, still believes in the old political proverb 
that if he “can carry a precinct and meet a payroll” 
he can run the government. I once had an opportun- 
ity, as secretary to a Member of the President’s Cabi- 
net in Washington, to observe at first hand the trans- 
planted businessman in action. I recall an instance 
of what makes him quite willing to give up the unac- 
customed stress and strain of public office. 

Among my chief’s many and diverse responsibilities 
was the maintenance of the valuable fur seal herds 
on the Pribilof Islands in the Behring Sea. At the 
time the mothers of the herds, caught offshore in search 
of food for their pups, were being killed in large num- 
bers by foreign poachers. This left an unnatural] sur- 
plus of bachelors on the rookeries. The females that 
escaped were members of established harems jealously 
guarded by their masters, the savage bulls. The at- 
tempts of the bachelors to “muscle in” on the bulls 
resulted in ruthless fights in which females were liter- 
ally torn to pieces by the rivals, thus aggravating the 
existing imbalance. 

The department’s scientific staff, supported by a com- 
mittee of the country’s leading zoologists called to con- 
sider the problem, recommended that the department 
allow the killing of some of the surplus bachelors to 
stop further destruction of the females and restore a 
more natural balance of the sexes. My chief accepted 
that recommendation and prepared to give the order. 
But it wasn’t quite that simple. A midwestern citizen 


quit. 
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took up the cause, for what reason I don’t recall he 
ever disclosed. In a heavy personal and mail cam- 
paign, using the slogan “Stop the slaughter of the 
seals,” he by-passed my chief and went to work on 
Congress. Its members listened to the sentimental 
appeal of the propagandist instead of to the scientific 
presentation of the responsible executive and passed 
a law prohibiting the killing of any seals. 

Can the bureaucrat transplant to business? Most 
businessmen think not. Indeed one said as much to me 
when I discussed with him my desire to quit govern- 
ment service. He did put it very tactfully saying, 
“You’ve been a long time in the government service; 
aren’t you afraid you'll suffer in transplanting to the 
business world?” 

Well, I took a chance anyway. I looked around in 
Philadelphia for a job. But I found that its business- 
men felt the same as my adviser. My civil service 
background, of which I had been rather proud, was a 
handicap. So I set up a small business of my own. 
For a while I thought all I would accomplish was to 
prove the businessman’s case. But before too long 
the new venture outgrew its space and facilities. In 
seeking funds for some expansion I[ ran into an attrac- 
tive offer to buy me out. Since its growth was in a 
direction I neither planned nor particularly desired, 
I accepted the offer, at a profit. 

I then went to New York City, enjoyed a holiday 
on my gains, and looked around once more for a job. 
But my background did not suit New York any better 
than Philadelphia. So I took a selling job, on straight 
commission. Now my product was not easy to sell, and 
my territory was in New York’s downtown financial 
district where sales resistance is high. Even so, I 


managed to hang up a new sales record and was of-. 
fered the managership of a branch office. 


Like the transplanted businessman, I didn’t know 
what I was getting into. I had to learn the meaning 
of such phrases as “business is business” and “com- 
petition is the life of trade,” and pick up the ways of 
the market-place. I had to recognize the difference 
between how much one can do on the job and how 
much one can afford to do to meet a price; and to 
realize that business must get more than it gives, or 
After weathering the years of depression in 
business and watching war approach, I was as glad 
as the transplanted businessman to return to the field 
I grew up in. 

Really the only difference between the bureaucrat 
and the businessman is vocational. One is the keeper 
of the vineyard wherein the other gathers the fruits of 
his toil. One thinks of policies and programs and the 
other of production and sales. The bureaucrat’s stock 
in trade is service. He would much rather give than 
deny. It is easier, and does not come directly out of 
his pocket. All he asks is to be given a chance, in a 
businesslike manner. When that happens, the busi- 
nessman usually comes out ahead. 


DRIVE ON SOCIALISM—The Eisenhower Admin- 
istration’s drive against government competition with 
private enterprise is taking on new steam. Last week, 
after years of Congressional insistence on continuing 
this Federal venture, the House went along with a 
Presidential request to close the government’s $6, 
400,000 tin smelter at Texas City, Texas, next January 
and put the facility up for sale. The Senate is ex- 
pected to concur. 

This achievement is in line with an Administration 
policy which already has turned many federally-oper- 
ated projects into private hands and thus made them 
tax-paying enterprises. We hope these efforts continue. 
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OT only was George Washington our first Presi- 
N dent, “first in war, first in peace, and first in the 

hearts of his countrymen,” but also, he was first 
in farming. He was first in producing blooded live- 
stock, first in adopting practices which have been car- 
ried on down to our time to assure success in crop 
production. Crop diversification was unknown before 
Washington adopted it as a permanent method; he 
was first in using green crops to eliminate weedy 
growth on virgin soil. His experiments resulted in 


fertilization to introduce the first soil conservation 
system. 


widdie of Virginia was disposed to contest the French 
claims. He commissioned George Washington, then 
age 21, to negotiate with the French, first by exploring 
the territory and then as an officer of militia with 
orders to settle all claims by force, if needed. While 
these operations belonged to the military, and assisted 
George in securing experience later of great value, 
they served to introduce him to a territory in which 
he was greatly interested later, both as land owner 
and as President struggling to establish equitable land 
policies for the new nation. 

Meanwhile, at Mt. Vernon there was an operation 


WASHINGTON -- FIRST IN FARMING 


By EARLE W. GAGE 


Young Washington from childhood made his own 
way. George was the younger son, while the principal 
heir to his father’s estate was his half-brother, Law- 
rence. His father left George a typical younger son’s 
portion—a few acres on the Rappahannock—but not 
until the death of his mother, when he was middle-aged, 
did he come into possession of this bequest, which 
then was a fraction of large holdings that he had 
earned by hard work, 

At the age of 16 George was a qualified surveyor, 
with commission to survey the lands in the Shenandoah 
Valley owned by Lord Fairfax. 
rugged years in the wilderness, working at a daily 
wage that varied from $7.20 to $21.70 in terms of our 
money. No squirrel was more thrifty; no young eagle 
more farsighted. 

While on this mission, Washington patented some 
500 acres of wild land in Frederick County for him- 
self, and pridefully named it “My Bull-Skin Planta- 
tion,” because of its nearness to Bullskin Creek. At 
18 his savings were sufficient for him to purchase 456 
acres adjoining, and at 20 he purchased 525 acres addi- 
tional on Bullskin Creek. At 21, he had 1,500 acres of 
good land and had spent considerable money on im- 
provements. The clearing and cultivation of his hold- 
ings were not long delayed after he staked out his 
claim. At 20 he had become manager of the 4,000-acre 
Mt. Vernon Plantation of his father. Later he in- 
creased his holdings by adding virgin lands at Dogue 
Run, the Neck, and Muddy Hole. 

He came into management of Mt. Vernon through 
the death of Lawrence, and the untimely death of 
Lawrence’s daughter, Sarah. The popular picture of 
George Washington as the pampered son of a rich 
father fades when we pursue his record. We see in- 
stead a determined young man who knows exactly 
where he is going and how to get there. He was a 
born businessman with a knack for management and 
a head for figures. Lawrence had been principal owner 
in an iron works which operated profitable mines in 
Maryland and Virginia. George skillfully managed 
these until they were sold at a large profit. 

At the same time young George was administrator 
of a farflung empire known as the Ohio Company, a 
development project holding 500,000 acres of western 
Virginia. It was a speculative operation, since the 
French thumbed their noses at Virginia titles and 
claimed the whole area. Fortunately, Governor Din- 


, not pay. 


George spent three . 


so large for its day as to require a strong hand to 
guide it, which Washington provided as manager. 
While he was away Lawrence had died, the estate was 
neglected by an indifferent management, and its rec- 
ords non-existent or in a wild tangle. While George 
was rich in land, money was scarce, for soldiering did 
But he soon demonstrated that he would 
be capable of holding a top job as farm manager, even 
in our time. Besides, he loved the life, and said that 
“the life of the husbandman, of all others, is the most 
delightful. It is honorable, amusing, and with judi- 
cious management, may be profitable.” 


Every acre of land owned or managed by Washing- 
ton he sought to make profitable, for he was several 
generations ahead of his time in soil conservation, 
crop rotation, and fertilizing methods. We find among 
his writings the comment that “the present mode of 
cropping practiced among us, is destructive to landed 
property, and must, if persisted in much longer, ulti- 
mately ruin the holders of it.” If you read between 
the linés of his reports, you find that he not only op- 
posed his country becoming involved in foreign en- 
tanglements, but also would today oppose farm price 
supports, acreage allotments by bureaucrats, and 
other ideas opposed to a sound individualism. 

Mt. Vernon produced bumper crops of tobacco, but 
Washington disliked the manner in which tobacco 
drained the soil of its substance. He concentrated on 


Washington Inspects His Crops. 
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the small grains, especially wheat. In later years he 
built his own flour mills, becoming the largest flour 
producer and merchant in the colonies, exporting ship- 
loads of flour to Europe. 

Boy and man, George Washington preferred being 
a farmer to that of a sailor, surveyor, general, or even 
President. He was pre-eminently a man who loved 
the great outdoors and all Nature. He was born on 
the soil, his father being one of the largest land own- 
ers of the new world, holding several large plantations 
along the Potomac River. But he never had much 
ready cash. Farmers were rich in lands and in the 
crops they raised, but the crops were not always sold 
for money; they were exchanged for the things that 
were needed on the farm and in the home. 

When Washington was 27 years of age, in 1758, he 
took his newly married, devoted Martha to his estate 
on the Potomac and settled down to the occupation 
of a farmer. From that date until 1775, 17 years, he 
was exclusively engaged in the most improved methods 
of agriculture of the day. He kept up an enthusiastic 
correspondence with Arthur Young and Sir John An- 
derson, the two most noted writers and authorities on 
improved crop practices in Europe. Also, he com- 
municated with Sir John Sinclair, eminent Scottish 
agricultural expert, who was nearly induced to settle 
in America after reading Washington’s glowing de- 
scription of the fertility and promise of the “Potomack 
lands.” 

When Augustine Washington passed away he left 
to George some 250 acres of land and 10 slaves, worth 
about $30,000. At the time of his own death, 56 years 
later, George Washington was the richest man in 
America, his estate being estimated as worth $5,300,- 
000, of which he inherited $100,000 from Martha Cus- 
tis, an equal sum from his half-brother Lawrence, and 
about $500,000 from western lands obtained from sur- 
veying or military service. The estate consisted of 
60,202 acres, town lots, some 200 slaves, government 
bonds, and shares in land companies and banks, Wash- 
ington, through his management, had amassed a for- 
tune of more than $4,500,000 outside of gifts and in- 
heritances. 

Of Washington’s 56 years, 27 were spent in public 
service, 11 in surveying and fighting Indians, and 
eight each as Commander-in-Chief of the Continental 
Army and as President. During these years his for- 
tune fared very badly in the hands of employees. Some 
of his tobacco consignments were captured by the 
French. The depreciation of paper money during and 
after the Revolution proved disastrous to him, as most 
of the money he bad received through marriage then 
was loaned in mortgages which were repaid in depre- 
ciated money. 

After he returned to Mt. Vernon from the war, 
Washington found conditions were very bad. A finan- 
cial predicament faced the Father of Our Country, 
despite the fact that he then had real estate holdings 
scattered through several states, from southern Vir- 
ginia to the Mohawk Valley in New York, and west- 
ward to a point near what is now Cincinnati, 

For two years crops had been poor and rent payers 
forgetful. Much of Washington’s ready cash had to 
be spent on entertainment. A letter to his mother 
was tinged with complaint, when he declared that Mt. 
Vernon “may be compared to a well restored tavern,” 
as practically all travelers, passing by, stopped there. 
Their propensity to linger did not increase their 
host’s cash. This same bleak situation confronted 


practically all large land owners at the end of the 
Revolution, and in the Spring of 1789, Washington, 
knowing that he would be elected first President, did 
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Virginia Farm, Birthplace of George Washington. 


not have sufficient cash on hand to make the trip 
from Mt. Vernon to New York for the inaugural cere- 
mony. There was hardly a shilling left in the entire 
Mt. Vernon till. In this extremity, he appealed to an 
obscure and distant neighbor, Capt. Richard Conway, 
of Alexandria, for assistance : 


“Mount Vernon, 4 March, 1789 
“Dear Sir: Never till within these two years have I 
experienced the want of money. Short crops, and 
other causes not entirely within my control, make me 
feel it now very sensibly. To collect money without 
the intervention of Suits (and these are tedious) 
seems impracticable—and Land, of which I have of- 
fered for sale, will not command Cash at an under- 
value, if at all. Under this statement, I am inclined 
to do what I never expected to be driven to, that is, 
to borrow money on Interest. Five hundred pounds 
would enable me to discharge what I owe in Alexan- 
dria, etc., and to leave the State (if it shall not be in 
my power to remain home in retirement) without doing 
this, would be exceedingly disagreeable to me. Having 
thus fully and candidly explained myself, permit me 
to ask if it is in your power to supply me with the 
above or smaller sum? Any security you may best 
like I can give, and you may be assured, that it is no 
more my inclination than it can be yours, to let it 
remain long unpaid. ... ” 


Not only was the loan quickly granted, but in the 
larger sum of 600 pounds, since Capt. Conway well 
knew that Washington could use the money to good 
advantage, and was good security. 

After he served as President, Washington spent the 
last eight years, to him a very happy, prosperous time, 
studying and experimenting in the field of agricul- 
ture. He experimented on fall versus spring plowing, 
how best to break the new ground, the best prepara- 
tion of seed bed as suited to different kinds of soil, 
and especially clovers and sainfoin that should follow 
every two crops of corn, wheat and barley to replenish 
fertility; timothy and clover that must be sown on 
meadows and ditches, and to avoid over-grazing of 
pastures. 

Washington studied the best methods of harvesting 
and storing crops; how to feed to advantage; and how 
to take care of livestock, repair of buildings and 
equipment, and how to improve the quality of his 
herds by the selection of best animals for breeding. 
According to his own account he was the first American 
to attempt raising mules. The Spanish king by special 
permission allowed the export of two jacks and two 


(See Wasutneton, Page 32) 
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FORD FUND INVESTIGATED BY CONGRESS 


THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 


(Continued from Page 10) 


Eleanor, their charter member and honorary chairman. 

The Democrat Party oflicials of New York first ruled 
that Franklin Jr. would not be permitted to attend the 
Chicago National convention of the Party as a delegate 
for the above reason, but soon ruled that they would 
overlook it, and he would be a delegate. So the ADA 
is out of step with their own cronies. 

The recent unproven charges that the Truijillo forces 
kidnapped Prof. Jesus de Galendez, Columbia Uni- 
versity professor, and had boiled his body in oil, or 
stoked it into a fire hole of a Dominican ship furnace, 
has been discounted by New York detectives who in- 
spected the boiler of the ship. They say it would be 
impossible to force the body of the professor into such 
a small hole, unless it had been dismembered, of which 
there was no evidence, or for that matter no evidence 
that he had even been kidnapped by the Dominicans. 

The facts that have not been stated is that Galendez, 
sought refuge in the Dominican long enough to become 
eligible to enter the USA. He was a fleeing Spanish 
“Loyalist,” all of which Reds escaped Spain after the 
failure of the red revolution there, and those who 
were Socialists were fellow-travellers. The book which 
Galendez wrote against the Dominican was made pub- 
lic about the time he is said to have been kidnapped 
and burned. Why not look behind the Iron Curtain 
for Galendez, possibly he is as alive and healthy as the 
kidnapped Russian sailors secreted from this coun- 
try a few weeks ago. It may have been a Red propa- 
ganda stunt against the Dominican. One can never 
tell what these Reds will stoop to. 


Congress Investigates $15 Million Fund 


The controversial Fund for the Republic, a Ford 
Foundation financed movement, is under investigation 
by the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
to determine if it is “a friend or foe in our nation’s 
struggle against the Communist conspiracy.” The 
Fund, set up by a Ford Foundation grant of $15 mil- 
lion, is operated by Dr. Robert M. Hutchins who has 
been consistently “soft” towards the Communists. 
Under his direction, the Fund employed Earl Browder 
and a number of Socialists on its so-called “research” 
projects, all of which have dealt with subversives and 
civil rights. It has doled out huge sums of money to 
leftists and leftwing organizations, a large percentage 
of which have been sources of clever leftist propa- 
ganda. 


The Fund, which has already spent approximately 
$6 million, has been the target of the American Legion, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Fulton Lewis, Jr. (radio 
commentator), the “National Republic” and numerous 
members of Congress. It has made financial awards 
to Fifth Amendment witnesses who have defied Con- 
gress, to conscientious objectors, to violators of Civil 
Defense regulations and to race agitators. 

As a result of the public criticism of the Fund, 
Henry Ford II recently stated that some of the Fund’s 
activities are “dubious in character.” It is reported 


that some of the directors of the Fund have strongly 
disapproved of many of Dr. Hutchins’ statements and 
grants from the Fund. They charge that these have 
hurt rather than helped the cause of civil liberties. 
The House Committee has been investigating the Fund 


Jean Montgomery, Former Soviet Telegraph Service (Tass) 
Reporter in Washington, D. C., Refuses to Tell Senate If 
She Was a Communist at Time of Taking Post. 


for six months, and at the time this edition went to 
press, it had opened executive hearings. 


Red Underground Forces 

The House Committee on Un-American Activities 
reports that it is studying documents which came into 
its possession a short time ago. These documents 
show that the Communist Party in the United States 
has long planned to transfer its actual Party power 
underground and strengthen the “legal” Party organ- 
ization as a facade. Actual control would be placed 
in the hands of little known undercover leaders. Pub- 
licly known Party members are to be kept in the open, 
with unidentified Communists staffing the underground 
apparatus, The plan calls for the creation of an under- 
ground press for publication of concealed literature. 

The documents cover a series of Communist activities 
in the United States from 1917 to date. The plans 
for the underground apparatus were drawn in the 
nineteen thirties, according to the Committee. The 
findings will be released shortly in a Congressional 


Mrs. Euphremia Virden Hall, Former Employee of Soviet 
News Agency (Tass) Refused to Tell Senate Security Com- 
mittee If She Was a Communist Before or After Employ- 
ment With Red Agency. 
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Committee report under the heading of “Communist 
Conspiracy.” 

Volumes D and E have reference to the testimony 
of Walter S. Steele Editor of National Republic, and 
the Secret Underground Plan as seized by the Can- 
adian Mounted Police, a copy of which was sent Mr. 
Steele by the then Crown Counsel of Canada. This 
is the main feature of the House Committee report 
referred to a few days ago in the American press. The 
other document is that which Mr. Steele himself com- 
posed after long and tedious research of Communist 
reports, documents and publications, showing the many 
international ties between Russia and the Communist 
Internationals with branches in the USA. 


Senate Demands Expulsion Of 
Red Diplomats 


The Senate Internal Security Committee has called 
for an immediate tightening of the laws under which 
Soviet representatives in this country were able to 
coerce five Russian seamen into returning to their 
homeland. 


The recommendation is made in a committee docu- 
ment called “The Episode of the Russian Seamen” 
which criticizes both the State Department and the 
Immigration for their part in permitting the “redefec- 
tions” to develop. 

Soviet strong arm men forced the Red seamen, who 
wanted to remain in this country, to go to the Idlewild 
airport in New York and “shanghied” them through 
immigration officials. The seamen had been granted 
a political asylum in this country after their Soviet 
tanker was seized by the Chinese Nationalist govern- 
ment Navy and taken to port in Formosa. 

The State Department and Immigration authorities 
“had ample power and discretion ... to delay the 
departure of the seamen,” but were “not sufficiently 
aware of the strategic importance of defection and 
redefection in the struggle between the free world and 
the Soviet world.” says the Senate Committee. 

The report charges the Immigration Service with 
making “no effective or realistic efforts to learn 
whether force or duress” had been used and the State 
Department was accused of using “impossible high” 
standards of evidence to determine whether the sea- 
men were victims of duress and force. 

The report accusses Arkay Sobolev, chief Soviet 
delegate to the United Nations, and Konstantin Ekim- 
ov, first secretary, with being ringleaders in the plot 
to force departure of the seamen and the Senators 
demand the recall of both men. 

The Senate committee also demands that action be 
taken to bring about more effective limitations on the 
movements and activities of Soviet and other diplo- 
matic personnel in this country from Communist 
countries. 

The committee points out in its report that the 
forced “redefection” of the seamen was a psychological 
warfare victory for the Moscow regime. It said the 
very fact that high Soviet representatives in this 
country personally participated in the episode indi- 
cates the “extraordinary importance” the Soviets at- 
tached to inducing the men to return home. 

Meanwhile the FBI has learned that one of the sea- 
men, Viktor Ryabanko, was stabbed about a week be- 
fore the enforced departure. The slashing is believed 
to have been an attempt to terrorize the seaman, The 
incident was related by a Russian refugee who said he 
saw Ryabanko stagger into his rooming house. He 
said the seaman related that the knife wielder told him 


Some of the Czech and Polish “Neutral Nations’ Commis- 
sion Escorted Out of South Korea Zone by USA MP’s as 
Result of Illegal Red Army Build Up. 


to “go back to Russia.” He said, “Only a Soviet 
agent could have known his identity and spoken the 
language so clearly.” 

In these columns last month we reported that a 
bloody shirt had been found in the sleeping room of 
one of the seamen after their departure. It is now 
disclosed that the room referred to was the one oc- 
cupied by Ryabanko. 

Under committee fire, the Immigration Service has 
subsequently announced it will aid Iron Curtain refu- 
gees in resisting coercive repatriation. Aliens about 
to depart are now “informed the service stands ready 
to assist them in resisting any harassment, coercion 
or pressure applied to bring about their return to 
Iron Curtain countries and if necessary to prevent 
their attempted enforced departure,” according to Ed- 
ward J. Shaughnessy, director of the immigration 
service. 


Red Spy Activity In USA Under Investigation 
The United States Ambassador to the United Na- 
tions, Henry Cabot Lodge, Jr., has been asked by the 
Senate Internal Security Committee to investigate in- 
formation that a Russian spy gained access to United 
Nations meetings in New York for three years. 
Secret testimony given the committee named Sergei 
Tichvinsky as an important figure in the Soviet system 
and Sen. Eastland’s letter to the U. S. representative 
at the U. N. said there appeared to be “something very 
urgent” about Tichvinsky’s part in the conferences 
where he sat as an “expert” with the Soviet mission. 
Tichvinsky has recently been made chief of the 


Alger Hiss Was Faced With “Traitor” Inscribed On Wall 
Of McCosh Hall When He Arrived to Speak at Princeton. 
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SOVIET AGENT CONTACTS U. S. EMPLOYEES 


Soviet mission to Japan. He has been branded a spy 
before the Senate Internal Security Committee by Yuri 
Rastvorov, former Russian spy chief in Japan who 
sought asylum in the United States after defecting 
from the Soviet regime two years ago. 

Rastvorov said there is no question that Tichvin- 
sky’s assignment to Japan is to re-establish contact 
with Japanese Communists and to organize a new spy 
ring there, 

Rastvorov, who said the Red spy ring in Japan be- 
came disorganized when he left, declared, “The leaders 
of the Kremlin are very anxious at the present time 
to build a new agent net in Japan in order to bring 
about their aims toward that country, keeping in mind 
its strategic and political importance to their ma- 
neuvers.” 

The witness described Tichvinsky as a “very capable 
and experienced intelligence officer who works under 
diplomatic cover.” 

Another Russian diplomatic spy suspect, Vladimir 
P. Mikheev, who was recently accused of approaching 
federal employees for information, has quietly slipped 
out of the United States with his family. 

In confirming his departure, the State Department 
said it had been advised by the Soviet embassy that 
Mikheev was “on leave.” Although this government 
took no action against him following disclosures of 
his contacts with government employees, officials of 
this government doubted if he would make an at- 
tempt to return. 

Mikheev approached Sidney Hatkin, who at the time 
was under suspension from his Air Force statistical 
job as a security risk. Hatkin was asked to prepare 
a report on the capacity and growth of the American 
aircraft industry. Two other defense department em- 
ployees, Richard 8S. Cutter and Robert W. Davis, were 
approached by Mikheev for information. 

Chairman Walter of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities had demanded that Mikheev be 
stripped of his diplomatic immunity. 


Government Arrests Seven 
More Communists 


The F, B. I. has rounded up another assortment of 
Reds, including one known as the “Red Flame,” on 
charges of conspiracy to teach and advocate the violent 
overthrow of our government. G-men sprung traps 
almost simultaneously in Boston, New York and Chat- 
tanooga to round up the prisoners. 

In Boston they seized Otis Archer Hood, former 
candidate for Governor of Massachusetts on the Com- 
munist ticket as well as having been candidate for 
other offices on the Red ticket at various times; Mich- 
ael A. Russo, who once ran for the U. 8. Senate and 
for Governor of Connecticut on the Communist ticket ; 
Mrs. Anne (Burlak) Timpson, Sidney Samuel Lip- 
shires and Daniel Boon Schirmer, all previously ex- 
posed by Walter S. Steele of the National Republic 
as a witness before a Congressional Committee in 1947, 

In Chattanooga they arrested Geofrey White and in 
New York they nabbed Edward E. Strong. 

Because of her leadership in the activities of the 
Massachusetts textile strike in the 30’s, Mrs. Timpson 
was known as the “Red Flame.” She was ordered de- 
ported during the Hoover administration, but the pro- 
ceedings were dropped by the New Deal. 

The State of Massachusetts had charged Mrs. Timp- 
son, Hood and Schirmer with violating the state’s 
anti-sedition laws but their cases were dropped when 
the U. S. Supreme Court recently held state laws of 
this nature unconstitutional. 


Prof. John A, Kingsbury (Shady, N. Y.) Chairman of 

National Council for American-Soviet Friendship (Com- 

munist Front) Disowns Numerous Articles Credited to 
Him, When Questioned by Congressional Committee. 


All seven were able to immediately raise the required 
$10,000 bail. 


Congress Asks Treason 
Indictment For Wheaton 


The Department of Justice has been asked to seek a 
treason indictment against Louis Wheaton, colored, 
who has been accused of “vilest slanders” against 
American troops in Korea. He was identified before 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities as a 
delegate to the Communist Asiatic-Pacific Peace Con- 
ference in Peiping in 1952, and with making broadcasts 
from the conference during which he accused U, 8. 
soldiers in Korea with packing 300 children into a 
building and setting fire to it with gasoline. He also 
was accused of claiming that mothers who tried to 
rescue the children were machine gunned by American 
soldiers. 

Under further questioning the Mt. Vernon, N. Y., 
man admitted making many repeat broadcasts of a 
speech written by Tass, the Soviet News agency, fol- 
lowing a trip to Russia in 1951. The speech was writ- 
ten to place the “Communist Party conspiracy in a 


Sidney Hatkin, Government Accountant, of US Air Force 
Was Approached by Soviet Embassy Agent in Washington, 
D. C., for Research Job, 
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favorable light.” He also admitted the speeches were 
written to show in “an unfavorable way our form of 
life here in the United States.” 

Wheaton refused to answer any Committee ques- 
tions about where he was during the Korean War. 
He also refused to answer many other questions con- 
cerning his activities. 

Committee member Rep. Gordon Shearer, of Ohio, 
said, “This man has committed treason of the most des- 
picable kind against the Government of the United 
States.” 

Rep. Francis Walter, Committee chairman, said in 
his mind “there is no question that Mr. Wheaton’s 
activities constituted de facto treason and should not 
remain unpunished.” 

The Committee indicated it had evidence Wheaton 
received $1,000 each for two broadcasts made from 
Red China. In one of these he is alleged to have ac- 
cused the United States of using germ warfare in 
Korea. 

Dr. John A. Kingsbury, of Shady, N. Y., chairman 
of the Pro-Soviet National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship, who also attended the Peiping conference, 
was another witness at the same hearing. Shown 
photostatic copies of articles in Communist publica- 
tions quoting him as saying the United States was 
using germ warfare, Dr. Kingsbury denied he had 
made the statements or written the articles which ap- 
peared under his name. He also denied being a Com- 
munist. The National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship is listed by the Department of Justice as 
a subversive Communist front. 

Clark Foreman, former New Deal-Fair Deal office- 
holder and leader of the now defunct Communist-front, 
Southern Conference for Human Welfare from 1942 to 
1948, has been voted in contempt of Congress by the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities. He is 
currently national director of another front, the Emer- 
gency Civil Liberties Committee which was organized 
in 1951. Foreman was questioned by the House Com- 
mittee, and a passport he held was subpoenaed. He 
refused to produce the passport and defied the Com- 
mittee during questioning. He stated that the Emer- 
gency Civil Liberties Committee was helping Paul 
Robeson, the Negro singer who also defied the Con- 
gressional Committee investigating illegal use of pass- 
ports and who was also cited for contempt of Con- 
gress. 

The Committee has under consideration contempt 
proceedings against Professor Otto Nathan of New 
York University and executor of the estate of the late 
Albert Einstein. Nathan refused to turn over his 
passport to the Committee and he refused to tell 
whether or not he had ever been a Communist, invok- 
ing the First, Fourth and Ninth Amendments. He is 
a German immigrant and has been naturalized. 

Paul Robeson who at one time forsook his native 
country, the United States, to live in Soviet Russia, 
has been tangling with our government since June 
1953 in an effort to obtain a passport to leave the 
country on what the government suspects is a pro- 
Soviet propaganda tour. He recently lost his case in 
the U. 8. Court of Appeals. He was refused a passport 
because he would not take an oath that he is not a 
Communist. 


Ousting Of Red Union Official Upheld 


The firing of an active Communist Party member 
and former president of a local of the United Office 
and Professional Workers Union in California, has 
been upheld by the U. 8. Supreme Court. 


UNION LOSES IN EFFORT FOR REDS 


no o/s 


Seaman’s passport .. 
072792 


Proof That Soviet Government Requires Finger Prints and 
Photographs While Criticizing U. S. A., for Requiring It of 
Soviet Visitors to This Country. 


The union had sought, through the courts, the rein- 
statement of Mrs. Doris Walker who was dismissed 
by the Cutter Laboratories because she was active in 
the Red organization. 

The California court held the Cutter Laboratories 
had “just cause” for dismissing Mrs. Walker. The 
Cutter Laboratories, which was one of the plants 
which produced the Salk vaccine, claimed Mrs. Walker 
falsified in her employment application by concealing 
Communist Party membership. Mrs. Walker was at 
one time an organizer for the CLO. 

Red cases were involved in a number of court hear- 
ings across the country in recent weeks. 

The United States Court of Appeals in Cincinnati 
has held that Mrs. Stefana Brown, defendant in a 
denaturalization case, waived her rights under the 
Fifth Amendment when she took the witness stand to 
testify in her own behalf. She had previously been 
convicted of contempt of court in Detroit and sentenced 
to six months in jail. 

Horton Anthony Russell, of Yellow Springs, Ohio, 
was found guilty on three contempt charges in federal 
court in the District of Columbia. Russell was called 
before the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
during an investigation of Antioch College and re- 


(See Enemy, Page 28) 


“Red Flame” Mrs, Ann Timpson, a Massachusetts Com- 
munist Party Leader Indicted by U. S. Government for 
Sedition, Pictured Between Two Government Agents. 
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COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


By PAUL R. BISH 


The big debate continues—the Kremlin turns Com- 
munist history upside down—Stalin “‘The Great,’’ Sta- 
lin Strong Man,” Stalin “The Conquerer,”’ Sta- 
lin “Our Great and Benevolent Leader,” Stalin “The 
Liberator” as his former Cabinet members who with 
him composed the “Cultist Leadership” over Russia 
for so many years is dead. With him died his ‘“‘good 
deeds,” Buried he must be forgotten—his greatness 
must fade—he must be known for his “errors,” a 
whipping boy in need. Purging the dead is a “new 
face’ even with Russian Communists and their parrots 
throughout the world who then as now form the 
Communist parties of various countries. 


To Stalin’s successors, who composed his very own 
cabinet or “‘Cultist leadership,” “‘The Great Stalin” 
has overnight become, the sullen “Czarist Traitor,” 
the “Murder” of the age, “The Purger,”’ a ‘‘Pervert,”’ 
an “Egotist,’’ now a “lunatic.” 


Who are these successors to Stalin, who were his 
accomplices in his ‘“‘Cultism,” “murder,” ‘“‘purges,”’ 
contributors to his egotism, enslavement of the masses 
and in his acts of lunacy? They are none other than, 
Khrushchev, Bulganin, Malenkov, Kaganovich, Mikoy- 
an, Molotov, and Vishinsky. They, with Stalin, 
formed the Red hierarchy up to the time of Stalin’s 
death, They shared the glory of the people, if there 
was glory; they must share the onus of despotic Red 
dictatorship. They cannot escape the fact, by the 
present downgrading of Stalin or by rewriting history. 
The facts are indelibly written on people’s minds. 
Especially those subjected to Red Tyranny, those mil- 
lions who have served time behind barbed wire in 
Siberian slave prisons; and those who saw their loved 
ones taken by force from their homes and shot down 
by the firing squad; and those who had loved ones 
who died from forced famines. No such crime can 
be erased from history or people’s minds. 


Today these accomplices of Stalin are in full control 
over Russia and the Iron Curtain countries, and Red 
China, North Korea, Tibet, and Red Veitnam. The 
“Great Stalin’ is now “The Great Khrushchev.” He, 
Bulganin, Mikoyan, Kaganovich, Malenkov, and Molo- 
tov held the responsible positions in the top Russian 
echelon of “‘The Cultist leadership.’’ Stalin held three 
posts: Boss of the Russian Communist Party, Premier, 
and Commissar of the dreaded Secret Police. Khru- 
shchey, now holds the three top posts, boss of the 
Party, head of the dreaded Secret Police, and Com- 
missar of Agriculture, which latter was among the 
posts he held as one of the apostles of Stalinism, Bul- 
ganin who held a Commissariat under Stalin, serves 
as Khrushchev’s Premier. Stalin’s Premier, Kalinin, 
passed on to the Red heaven, prior to Stalin’s demise. 
Kalinin was but a figurehead, as Bulganin is in that 
non-important post under Khrushchev’s so-called 
“Collective Dictatorship.’’ The latter holds the whip- 
ping posts under the “‘new face.” 

Stalin is all that Khrushchev now says (but Khru- 
shchev believed the opposite while Stalin lived) and 
he was more. He was also a thief, a highway robber, 
a double-dealer, a trickster, and a double-talker. But 
who is Khrushchev, the new “Saint’’ as so pictured? 
He came from the Ukraine. He rose rapidly under 
Stalin’s orders to first secretary of the Ukraine Com- 
munist Party, on up into Stalin’s cabinet of the 

“chosen few. These awards by Stalin, came after 
Khrushchev had done such a good job of mass-purging 
in the Ukraine. He engineered Stalin’s bloody purges 


in the “Operation Blood Bath” 
in the Ukraine, Among the 
millions of victims at his hand 
was his own wife, who ended 
up in Siberia as a “‘deviation- 
ist.” She is still there if yet 
alive. Thousands met their fate 
in Siberian slave labor camps. 
Millions were forced to die of 


Mr. Bish 


starvation by withholding government food cards as 


penalties. Thousands met death before Red firing 
squads on command of Khrushchev, as the Cossack 
regiment rode across the steppes of the Ukraine. 
Khrushchev rose rapidly under Stalin as a result. To- 
day he is Stalin’s successor. 

Under Khrushchev, the “new face,’’ continues the 
purges. Beria was a fall guy. He was purged by 
order of Khrushchev on his ascension to control, 
Thousands of dead are now proclaimed guiltless by 
this “new look,’’ but they are dead and can do no 
harm to their false claimers. Hundreds are being 
mowed down and otherwise purged in Russia and, Po- 
land, Roumania, Tibet, East Germany and Hungary, 
Khrushchev is fooling no one but himself. He cannot 
hide his acts today, even behind an Iron Curtain, The 
“New Face,”’ is only a change in mask, the mustache 
and in some instances the whiskers have been shaven 
—that’s all. 


Beneath this sham, Khrushchev and his henchmen 
continue their plotting against the free world. He 
dissolves the Cominform, but says the Communist 
Party will continue its ties and actions in other ways. 
Stalin dissolved the Comintern, long enough to trick 
the USA-New Deal into a loan of $11 billion, and to 
inject itself into World War II to shield Russia from 
Hitlerism. He holds out the olive branch of disarma- 
ment, reduction in armed forces—so did Stalin in the 
thirties. He offers trade and aid to non-Communist 
countries—-so did Lenin, and so did Stalin when their 
own shoes were pinching. Some of the countries now 
behind the Iron Curtain were among those swallowing 
the Red aid and “security” baits of Lenin and Stalin. 

Why the “New face,’ and the desanctification of 
Stalin, the air of “peaceful co-existence,” the demand 
for and end to ‘colonialism’? Khrushchev needs time 
to consolidate his new dictatorship. He needs to make 
it appear that the Communist Party of other lands 
are separate and independent entities, not Russian 
puppets. He needs aid by trade to placate those whose 
lands have been more recently seized along with their 
graineries and industries, homes and churches. The 
Big Lie is being paraded again. It’s an old leaf from 
Red history. The mask has been changed, but the 
killer remains, marking time for the next kill. 

His scheme works with some as it has in the past 
worked with some. It even fooled some Americans 
then, as it is now fooling some. Tito is back in Mos- 
cow’s fold—victory number one for Khrushchev under 
the ‘“‘New Face,”’ Look now for a move to consolidate 
Bulgaria, Greece (northern), Yugoslovia, and Al- 
bania into the all-Slav state, which has been Tito’'s 
dream, and was Stalin’s intention before the allies 
set up a protective force in Greece during the last 
war. That’s the real price of Tito’s reunion with 
Russia. Look, too, for a new form of Comintern 
or Cominform, with sectional control, under Tito in- 
fluence insofar as the Western European aspects are 
concerned. Tito, our $100 million financed double- 
crosser, is back in the international Communist fold. 
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ENEMY (Continued from Page 26) 
fused to answer many of the questions put to him by 
the committee. 

Mr. and Mrs. David Eakins, members of the Denver 
local of the United Packing House Workers Union, 
have been suspended by Swift and Co. as the result 
of their refusal to tell the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities whether they are Communists. “It’s 
none of your business,’ Eakins told the committee 
which asked him if he was a member of the Communist 
Party. 


New York Legislature Exposes 
Red Camps 


The theory that it has long been the high-level Com- 
munist policy to exploit children and youth through 
summer camps is borne out by the “factually silent 
arrogance” of witnesses, according to the recent re- 
port of the New York Legislature’s Joint Legislative 
Committee on Charitable and Philanthropic Agencies 
and Organizations. State Sen. Frank S. McCullough 
is chairman of the committee. He said his group is 
making public its findings at this time “because par- 
ents are now selecting summer camps for their chil- 
dren.” Ten camps recently opened for the season. 

The child and youth camps investigated included 
those in rural New York and nearby New Jersey. The 
committee points out that their “ownership is clouded 
in mystery, as is their financing; their origins are 
frequently traceable to a common ancestry, the Com- 
munist dominated International Workers Order; they 
are intellectually and doctrinally cross-fertilized by 
managers, counsellors, instructors and entertainers 
who have long and demonstrable records of Commu- 
nist and Communist-front activity.” 

The report further declares that by “wielding the 
privilege against self-incrimination in an almost un- 
paralleled manner, the witnesses with a considerable 
degree of success left the committee without facts as 
to the operation, ownership and financing of these 
camps.” 

Through their silence “these witnesses, in a larger 
sense, made it possible for the committee to see and 
demonstrate with greater success than would other- 
wise have been possible, the ultimate fact that there 
exists a long-continued Communist conspiracy, plan- 
ned and directed by the highest echelons of the Party, 
to utilize the device of operating summer camps.” 

Included in the uses the committee foynd Reds 
utilizing the camps are these: 

Reinforce and reinvigorate the indoctrination of the 
children of Communists and their sympathizers. 

Enmesh other youth into the circle of Communist 
and fellow travelling activities. 

Train new generations of Communist leadership. 

Provide centers and rallying points for Communist 
activities. 

Provide employment for the “faithful” in areas of 
activity that advance the purposes of the Communist 
Party. 

Camp activities are carefully designed, the commit- 
tee said, to instill contempt and hatred for our demo- 
eratie principles and to instill a high regard for the 
symbols of the Soviet society. 

The International Workers Order, a fraternal arm 
of the Soviet conspiracy which was liquidated in New 
York State by action of the State Insurance superin- 
tendent, was an enthusiastic promoter of these camps 
and operated one of its own at Poughkeepsie under 
the name of Kinderland. It was pointed out at the 
investigation that the camp was still run by an ex- 


Eight Russian Church Leaders Visit United States as Guest 
Of National Council of Churches. Metropolitan Nicolai 
(White Hat) Heads Delegation. 


official of the I. W. O. A cooperative witness told of 
having been taught Soviet and Spanish Loyalist songs 
at camp. 

Evidence developed during the investigation has 
caused the New York Legislature to take several steps 
to curb subversive youth camps. One law prohibits 
any form of state aid to such camps and another re- 
quires all camp directors to keep a daily register of 
guests. 


Youth Festival Spreads 
Anti-American Line 


The Fifth World Youth Festival in Warsaw spon- 
sored by Communists last year provided a propaganda 
vehicle for the Communists to smear Americans and 
paint American soldiers as “blood thirsty warriers.” 
Joseph Scisclowicz, 25-year-old University of Minne- 
sota student, described the affair to the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities recently. The wit- 
ness frankly stated he is not now and has never been 
a Communist. 

He said pamphlets were distributed at the festival 
depicting the alleged “horrors” committed by American 
soldiers in Korea. It accused the Americans, among 
other things, of killing people “in vats of boiling 
water.” 

The student appeared during an investigation on the 


New Haven (Conn.) Ukrainian Orthodox and Catholic 
Parishioners Picket Soviet Church Leaders Visiting Yale. 
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REDS DEMAND FREE ENTRY TO USA 


need for strengthening passport regulations. He said 
he went to Poland on a passport which permitted him 
to stay one month, 

Mrs. Mary Russak, of New York City, was not as 
cooperative as the student. She admitted having been 
employed by the National Refugee Service, and the 
New York Association for New Americans, but invoked 
the First and Fifth Amendments on most questions 
asked of her. She admitted obtaining a passport in 
1951 to go to Poland and Czechoslovakia. 


Ship Captain Held To Be Security Risk 


The U. 8. Coast Guard has been upheld by the U. 8. 
Court of Claims in denying a ship captain a merchant 
marine license on the grounds he is a possible loyalty 
risk. 

Eugene Dupree brought action against the Govern- 
ment for five years “lost labor” because of the Coast 
Guard denial and charged the action violated his Con- 
stitutional rights. 

It was charged that Dupree was a Communist in 
1936, that he had distributed Communist literature, 
praised the Soviet Union in 1941, associated with Com- 
munists, had been a member of the American Commu- 
nications Association which was kicked out of the 
CLO because of Communist domination. 

The decision of the Claims Court was that he had 
been “given every opportunity to prove his loyalty.” 
It also declared that “It would have been foolhardy 
to entrust a ship to the care of one who might reason- 
ably be expected to turn it over to the enemy, or to 
scuttle it, or otherwise use it for the benefit of the 
enemy.” 

The court said the Coast Guard was taking “a rea- 
sonable precaution” in denying the license. 

At no time in the hearing did Dupree deny the 
Communist charges against him. He based his claim 
to recover wages “solely because his alleged constitu- 
tional right to be confronted with his accusers was 
denied him.” 


Russian Anti-American Propaganda 
Backfires 


Once again the Russians have been ensnared in one 
of their silly propaganda devices and as the result 
have hurt their own case. 

Under the McCarran-Walter Immigration Act, visi- 
tors from foreign countries desiring to enter the 
United States are required to be fingerprinted. 

Recently the Russians have been grumbling about 
the requirement and let their complaint break into an 
uproar when Nikita 8. Khrushchev, Moscow’s Party 
Chief, and Nikolai A. Bulganin, Soviet Premier, re- 
ceived Isaac Stern, American violinist. 

With an eye to propaganda headlines Bulganin, 
holding a glass of champagne, said, “We will put 
our finger around the glass, we will put our hands 
in yours to shake them, but we will not put our fingers 
in ink pads.” 

Khrushchev chimed in with, “Only criminals do 
this.” 

The Russians have intensified their mumbling over 
the regulation recently but the mask was ripped from 
their propaganda when Russian refugees here pro- 
duced several Russian seamen’s Soviet passports on 
which fingerprints were required. Consequently by 
Khrushchev’s yardstick that “fingerprints are re- 
served for criminals,” the Russian seamen are either 


Dominican Revolutionary Party Leaders Picket Office of 

Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr., NYC, Charging Dictator Trui- 

jillo Responsible for Disappearance of Prof. Jesus De Ga- 
lindez, Anti-Truijillo. 


criminals or the Reds are spouting off a lot of hot air 
just to make an issue. 

The Reds have indicated they will not permit the 
Moiseyev ballet to visit the United States because 
of the fingerprint requirement which is no ones loss 
but Russia’s. 

President Eisenhower had called for an amendment 
eliminating the fingerprint rule, and the House Immi- 
gration Committee had indicated it looked with favor 
on the repealer of that provision, but after Khrush- 
chev’s spouting off, the provision was changed to elimi- 
nate the requirement for all, but visitors from Soviet 
and satellite countries. 

Chairman Francis E. Walter, of the House Immi- 
gration subcommittee, was reported as saying, “We'll 
humor the British, but we’re not going to humor Khru- 
shchev.” 

Under the Committee proposal the fingerprint re- 
quirement would be waived for all countries on a 
reciprocal basis, except countries signing the 1955 
Warsaw treaty which is a Soviet-inspired defensive 
alliance to rival the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion. Few people realize that even in Russia a citizen 
of the Soviet must obtain a travel card to move about 
in their own country. A travel card is issued at the 
option of the Dictators, but one must be photographed 


Rt. Rev. Henry Knox Sherrill, Bishop Protestant Church, 
Greets Top Russian Metropolitan Nicolai on Tour of USA. 
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and fingerprinted if receiving such a card. Likewise 
a Russian permitted to travel abroad must leave a 
kinsman in Russia as a pawn until he or she returns. 


Editor Of Communist Publication Dead 

The honeymoon murder in New York City of Thomas 
X. Dombrowski, editor of a Detroit foreign language 
newspaper and once identified as a Communist, has 
sent criminal investigators in pursuit of possible sub- 
versive clues. 

Dombrowski was editor of “Glos Ludowy” which 
in English means “Voice of the People.” It is a Polish 
language weekly. The publication was first exposed 
by Walter 8. Steele of National Republic as a witness 
before a Congressional committee. 

Three masked men entered Polonia Hall in New 
York where Dombrowski had just addressed some 400 
Poles in an event celebrating the return of 49 persons 
from an excursion to Poland. Some one slugged one 
of the gunmen and another of the trio began firing 
his gun, killing Dombrowski and wounding two other 
guests. Frank Gradski, president of the Polonia Club, 
was one of those shot. 

Detroit newspapers said a Communist spokesman 
called the shooting “political” observing that it wasn’t 
by chance that the speaker at the meeting and the 
president of the sponsoring organization were the two 
shot. 

Dombrowski’s name has been linked with Red move- 
ments in Michigan for a long time. He was an unco- 
operative witness when called before the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities in 1952. He had 
never been directly accused of Communist Party mem- 
bership, but at a Committee hearing it was brought 
out that his name appeared as an instructor in “prin- 
ciples of Marxism-Leninism” in the catalog of the 
Michigan School of Social Sciences which is on the 
Attorney General’s list of Communist subversive or- 
ganizations and such schools seldom employ non- 
Communist instructors, 

During his appearance before the House Committee 
Dombrowski refused to answer questions that might 
have resulted in him being linked with the Commuaist 
movement. Neither would he tell of any connections 
he might have had with the Michigan Committee for 
Protection of Foreign Born, the Michigan School, of 
Social Sciences, which was operated by the Reds, or the 
“Good Neighbor” a newspaper allegedly having Com- 
munist backing which was published and distributed 
in the Hamtramck district of Detroit during the war. 

In 1951 Dombrowski tried to get into the Buffalo 
convention of the Polish National Alliance, but was 
barred by delegates who shouted for him to “go back 
to Moscow.” 

He had been married only 26 days to Estalla No- 
walowski when the gunman took his life. With Dom- 
browski at the time of the shooting was Stanley No- 
wak, former Michigan state senator who was denatu- 
ralized for concealing Communist Party membership at 
the time he applied for citizenship. Nowak has been 
ordered deported, but his case is up on appeal. 

The Detroit City council once banned Dombrowski’s 
newspapers from the streets of Detroit because its con- 
tents were pro-Communist. 


Government Asks Another 
Round Against Lamont 


Reinstatement of the contempt of Congress indict 
ment against Prof. Corliss Lamont, head of the Na 
tional Council of American-Soviet Friendship and son 
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Dr. Octavio Diaz and Ramon Garriga, Principals in $500,- 


000-a-Year Alien Smuggling Racket. 
Garriga Escapes. 


Diaz Held in NYC— 


ot a late Wail Street banker, leftwing writer and lec- 
turer, is being sought in the U. 8. Court of Appeals 
in Washington by the Department of Justice. Lamont 
refused to cooperate with the Senate Permanent Inves- 
tigations Committee, then headed by Sen. Joseph Me- 
Carthy. Indicted with him were Abraham Unger, an 
attorney, and Albert Shawowitz, then an employee of 
the Federal Telecommunications Laboratory. 

A district judge dismissed the indictments, finding 
they failed to allege the Senate committee was em- 
powered to conduct the inquiry and that it failed to 
show that failure of the witnesses to answer questions 
was willful, deliberate or intentional. The Justice De- 
partment claims, in its plea for reinstatement of the 
indictments, that the district court decision was based 
on obsolete rules of criminal pleading. 


Alabama Bans Leftist Negro 
Organization 


A state court in Alabama has issued an injunction 
against the National Association for the Advancement 
of Colored People. The ruling has the effect of order- 
ing the organization to cease operating in Alabama. 

The Attorney General charged that the Association 
had helped organize and finance a bus boycott by Mont- 
gomery negroes and with employing or “otherwise” 
paying two negro women to seek admission to the all- 
white University of Alabama. 

Charges have been made in the United States Con- 
gress that Communists have penetrated the organiza- 
tion and have attempted to use the NAACP to promote 
unrest among negroes, 


Joseph North and Eugene Dennis, Top Leaders in Com- 
munist Ranks in New York City. 
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High Court Action Relieves 
Tension Of Reds 


A U. 8. Supreme Court decision, which brought a 
vigorous dissent from three Justices, has stalled all 
cases pending before the Federal Subversive Activities 
Control Board. 

In a 6 to 3 decision the high court ordered the board 
to reconsider its finding that the Communist Party is 
controlled from Moscow. The Communists have been 
sparring for such court action for two years. The 
court action in sending the case back to the Control 
Board puts off for at least a year a decision on the 
constitutionality of the 1950 Internal Security Act 
under which the Subversive Activities Contro] Board 
functions. The six Supreme Court Justices compris- 
ing the majority, sent the case back to the Board to 
determine whether perjured testimony led to the gov- 
ernment order directing the Red Party to register as 
a branch of the Moscow regime. 

Justice Clark, who wrote the minority decision, 
said, “We must recognize that never before have mere 
allegations of perjury, so flimsily supported, been con- 
sidered grounds for reopening a proceeding or granting 
a new trial.” 

Justice Frankfurter the leftist on the bench delivered 
the majority finding, being joined by,the Chief Justice 
Warren and Justices Black, Douglas, Harlan and 
Burton. 

Communist movements which have been given a re- 
prieve from Board action by the high Court’s decision, 
include: the National Negro Labor Council, of Detroit; 
Washington Pension Union, of Seattle; California 
Labor School, of San Francisco; American Peace Cru- 
sade, of New York; United Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers Union and the United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers Union. 


Supreme Court to Review 
Reds’ Convictions 


Five Communists who played an important part in 
the Communist Party plot in recent years have won a 
U. 8. Supreme Court review of their convictions on 
charges of conspiring to advocate the violent over- 
throw of our Government. 

They are Steve Nelson, William Albertson, Benja- 
min L, Careathers, James H. Dolsen and Irving Weiss- 
man, all top officials of the Communist Party. All 
were convicted under the Smith act and each was 
sentenced to five years in prison. 

Nelson was originally sentenced to 20 years in 
prison under the Pennsylvania Sedition Act, but the 
state supreme court toppled that verdict on the 
grounds that such cases (involving overthrow of the 
Government) are the proper jurisdiction of the Federal 
Government. 

Like in many other cases, the defendants, whose 
convictions were upheld in the U. 8. Court of Appeals, 
lambast the government in their appeal request, such 
as the charge that the Government has used the Smith 
Act to grind out “assembly line” convictions with the 
aid of a “corps of professional circuit riding wit- 
nesses.” 

They told the Supreme Court there is “not a shred 
of evidence” they conspired to overthrow the govern- 
ment, but they merely were engaging in “political 
expression.” 

The highest court has agreed to review the convic- 
tion of fourteen other high ranking California Com- 
munists on the same act and eighteen Methodist min- 
isters in California have filed a “friend of the court” 
brief in behalf of these Reds. 

These cases will be the first major review of Smith 
Act convictions by the Supreme Court. Approximately 
125 Communists have been convicted under the act. 


FLAG 
(Continued from Page 16) 

A flag is a sacred piece of cloth—no mat- 
ter what the material. So, counter person- 
nel and route salesmen have been instructed 
by the Institute management to check flags 
carefully in the presence of the owners— 
and to note such conditions as: Moth 
damage, rips and tears, color bleeding or 
fading, breaks and wrinkles, fraying of 
seam and edges—and the degree and type 
of the soil to be cleaned. 


Some flags are equipped with halyards— 
gold rope and tassels. This is particularly 
true of flags used in dress parades, carried 
by the Color Guard. 

Whatever kind of flag it is—cotton, silk 
or wool—it’s the symbol of this nation. 
As such it deserves the utmost respect and 
honor. It looks lovely flying from an 
American home, out of a window or from 
a pole on the lawn. 


W. F. Shedinger, Dettra Flag Company, 
says more Flags would be displayed if 
small businesses and private homes real- 
ized that the Flag Code permits the dis- 
play of Old Glory, by civilians, day and 
night for patriotic purposes. 

The word is, Keep it flying. 


RED 
(Continued from Page 14) 
benefit of their own subversive cause. 

What young people need to be taught 
is: gratitude for our many privileges in 
this: land of liberty, appreciation for the 
advantages made possible by the sacrifices 
of American patriots, respect for our laws 
and Constitution, reverence for God, faith 
in the goodness and value of our American 
way of life. 

Almost as much as the radicals, the so- 
called liberals have taken on a chronic 
case of malcontent as their stock in trade. 
They have no Sacco and Vanzetti, or 
Mooney and Billings, to exploit as of the 
moment, but the Rosenbergs have been 
expended, so they follow the Communists 
in centering on the “race issue.” Solemn- 
ly, they tell the students, and anyone 
else who will listen, that “we have no right 
to criticize dictatorship in Soviet Russia, 
so long as race discrimination prevails in 
our own country.” 


Do they ever pause to point out that, in 
less than 100 years since the days of Lin- 
coln, the American system—the free op- 
eration or religious principles within our 
state rights Constitutional set-up—has 
worked to confer immeasurable privileges, 
benefits, and advantages upon our colored 


citizens? Certainly not. The attitude of 
the liberals seems to be that it is “treason” 
to “race equality” to make any mention 
of the huge strides that already have been 
taken in this direction. The bleeding 
hearts against “discrimination” seem to 
operate on the idea that one proves his 
friendship for the “minority groups” by 
exaggerating the seriousness of their plight. 
But the most humble American Negro is 
far freer than any one behind the Iron 
Curtain. 

A rather humorous insight into this sit- 
uation was revealed in the tiresome jockey- 
ing for primary preference waged by Sena- 
tor Kefauver and Adlai Stevenson. Steven- 
son, so far as the “liberals” are concerned, 
put his foot in it, initially, by speaking for 
“moderation” on the civil rights matter. 
He gave the impression that he believed 
we had come a long way in the quest for 
race equality and that, with patience and 
perseverence, the ultimate goal could rea- 
sonably be reached. Immediately, the left- 
wing journals, with a delayed echo from 
many “‘leberal” mouthpieces, denounced 
Stevenson as “no friend of the minorities.” 
This was “‘treason”—to talk about modera- 
tion, or dare to mention what already had 
been accomplished. This would take the 
edge off the spirit of revolutionary resent- 
ment that all bleeding hearts were supposed 
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to feel on the subject! When he got down 
to Florida, he refused to admit that he 
had said it, but while he was in California, 
Senator Kefauver was quoted as favoring 
sending federal troops into the South to 
enforce the Supreme Court edict in favor 
of desegregation. 

Of course, whatever the federal govern- 
ment does is, if need be, backed by federal 
officers clothed with federal police power. 
Without specifically mentioning the troops, 
Senator Lehman, Harriman, Soapy Wil- 
liams, Wayne Morse, and all the “liberal” 
agitators from the ranks of politics, educa- 
tion, journalism, yet, and the clergy, are 
screaming for “federal action” to “enforce 
desegregation.” The bleeding hearts of the 
“racist’—or is it “anti-racist” crusade— 
want no part of “moderation,” temperance, 
tolerance, Americanism, or even, it would 
appear, sanity, when it comes to dealing 
with the race question. Trample on the 
Constitution, wipe out state lines and local 
self-government, create the semblance of a 
police state, undo all the good will between 
the races produced by Christian teaching 
and preaching, overturn the whole Ameri- 
can system of government—in a frantic 
push toward more speed, and less patience, 
in working out a complex and delicate 
problem in human relations! That seems 
to be the program of the leftwingers and 
their liberal allies, so-called. 

Of course, when the seasoned agitators 
of politics, the press, the colleges, and the 
clergy sound off for “direct action,” it is 
just letting off steam for them. They 


don’t take themselves very seriously, and 


they probably don’t expect the public 
to either. But young people are all in ear- 
nest, pretty much, about everything. Im- 
mature and unsettled in their emotions, 
they have lots of energy, which frequently 
carries them to outlandish extremes. 

Lots of times, they do not understand 
their own “revolts.” Certainly, they do 
not think through the consequences of 
their own acts, in many cases. 

Thirty years ago, Judge Ben Lindsay 
wrote his sensational book, The Revolt of 
Youth, in which he advocated “compan- 
ionate” or “trial” marriage. A renegade, 
apostate, the “Rev.” L. M. Birkhead 
united in “trial” or “companionate” mar- 
riage two young people who acted as 
guinea pigs for the “experiment.” The 
girl was the daughter of a radical propa- 
gandist, Haldeman-Julius, who a couple of 
years ago was found floating in his back- 
yard swimming pool after he had been con- 
victed of charges of income tax evasion. 

The time has come to clip the wings 
and end the baneful influence of crackpot 
teachers, preachers, and politicians who 
seek to bend to their own revolutionary 
purposes the energy and enthusiasm of 
young people. In many cases, it is delin- 
quent adults, with private axes to grind, 
who are “making merchandise of our 
youth,” using the zeal and idealism of 
youth to further their own dishonest and 
devious nurposes. 


COMMUNISM 
(Continued from Page 2) 
feeble flame and the Khrushchev repudia- 
tion of Stalinism is the only device quickly 
available in Moscow to hold the line while 
the new dictators entrench themselves. 

Instead of studying the Khrushchev text 
for subtle hidden meanings, our State De- 
partment should be busy with the larger 
task of finding out—and reporting to the 
American people—what really goes on in- 
side Russia. 

Surely we do not have to wait for the 
Kremlin press releases? 

Private informants tell us that Russia 
has been for five years tottering on the 
very precipice of economic collapse, 

Certainly there is a gigantic political up- 
heaval in progress behind the Iron Cur- 
tain. 

Would not this be a wonderful oppor- 
tunity to assist the gathering forces of 
freedom and decency inside Russia? 

Or does our State Department prefer to 
“let the dust settle,’ as in poor China 
since 1949? 


WASHINGTON 
(Continued from Page 22) 


jennies to America after Washington had 
written to the American representative in 
Spain to procure such animals. They were 
such a couriosity that they publicly toured 
the South, thus netting their owner $678.- 
64. Later Lafayette sent over to Wash- 
ington a jack and two jennies from the 
Island of Malta. 

As a stockman Washington strove to im- 
prove the quality of his cows, horses, hogs 
and sheep, spending large sums to import 
or purchase valuable breeding animals. 
There was one branch of livestock of which 
he was especially fond, and that was sheep, 
his flock numbering 800 to 1,000 head. He 
was the leading flockmaster in Virginia, 
and Preached the gospel of sheep wherever 
he went. Washington maintained that 
sheep were far more profitable than any 
other farm animal, yielding on the scan- 
tiest fare three valuable crops. He also 
contended that every sheep bore several 
grades of wool and as such that all fleeces 
should be graded and marketed according- 
ly, for two reasons, so that the farmer 
might obtain the most for the care and 
quality of wool, and also that the manu- 
facturer might successfully compete with 
the fine woolens and broadcloths of Europe. 
At his first inauguration he was the proud- 
est of men, attired in a woolen suit grown 
by an American sheep, sheared by an 
American farmer, and made by an Ameri- 
can manufacturer, Hon, Jeremiah Wads- 
worth, of Hartford, Conn, 

Washington spared no money and en- 
ergy in securing the best ewes and rams, 
both from the Colonies and from Scotland, 
then the world’s leading sheep country. He 
was very partial to Bakewell and Persian 
rams. He labored long and successfully 
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to produce a dual-purpose animal, one that 
would produce the heaviest fleece with 
longest staple, on the smoothest and largest 
frame possible. It was the Washington 
flock which in later years formed the foun- 
dation stock of one of the most noted 
breeds in the country, the Arlington breed. 

“My countrymen are too much used to 
corn blades and corn shucks, and have too 
little knowledge of the profit of grass land,” 
he wrote in 1782. He early recognized the 
danger of one-cropping, and of the benefits 
of a vegetable cover in protecting the soil 
against erision. He hot only studied and 
experimented with different seeds, but also 
with the latest machinery. So interested 
was he in a plow that the British king 
gave him special permission to import sev- 
eral farm implements. 

The five great plantations were named 
respectively, Mansion House, River Farm, 
Muddy Hole Farm, Union Farm and Dogue 
Run Farm. An active foreman was placed 
in charge of each farm and a general farm 
manager—Anderson, the English farm ex- 
pert who had emigrated especially to serve 
Washington—was responsible for all op- 
erations. He made a weekly report by 
personal conference each Saturday evening 
of all that had occurred that he considered 
worthy of mention during the week, and 
mapped out work for the following week. 

The herds then numbered 267 head of 
cattle, of which 25 were “working oxen,” 
or “cows brot to Home for milk and to go 
back.” There were 91 horses, while the 
hogs were so numerous that Washington’s 
records explain “running in the woods after 
most no acct. pigs could be taken.” He 
designed and built seed drills, plows, and 
a winnowing barn. He weathered the de- 
pression when others went bankrupt, be- 
cause he used the best methods. 

The same integrity for which Washing- 
ton is famous, played its part in his every 
transaction, whether in milling flour of 
packing tobacco for export. He estab- 
lished a reputation for himself for honesty 
and square dealing on two continents. He 
placed quality above profit. The initials 
“G.W.” on the head of a barrel of flour 
packed at Mt. Vernon mills were sufficient 
for that barrel to be placed without ques- 
tion at ports of entry in Britain and 
Europe. 

Although Washington could conquer 
British armies, he was unable to surmount 
the doubt of Virginia, Maryland and 
Pennsylvania farmers that it would be to 
their advantage to adopt his improved 
scientific methods of farming and livestock 
husbandry. His devotion to agriculture 
may have hastened his death. Already ill 
with “the fevers,” he rode out to the vari- 
ous farms to explain a new cropping sched- 
ule for each farm. Chills developed and 
pneumonia set in. He died December 14, 
1799, just two weeks before the dawn of a 
new century in the life of the new nation, 
and in a new era in animal husbandry and 
farming, both of which were heralded by 
his leadership and wisdom. 


TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By Walter S. Steele 


The American Communists like the Communist 
Parties throughout the world, inside and outside the 
Iron Curtain, are still crawling on their knees toward 
the Moscow line. Faintly criticizing Stalinism, and 
accepting the present Moscow line in international 
matters. Posing now as if they are taking on an in- 
dependent status, they clearly continue to voice their 
loyalty to the Soviet Union. 

In the United States, the Communists have gone all 
out in their official publications devoting many pages 
to the above; one edition of the main organ carried 
nine pages on the subject, eight pages of them em- 
phasized in a green paper supplement therein. Their 
top orientators in every field, even front movements, 
are doing the Moscow crawl in a slightly different 
manner, but getting in line Moscow way. 

The Commies lost their suit against the govern- 
ment over failure to file tax returns, the court held 
they must comply in the same manner as every one 
in the USA does, They have launched an “Emergency 
Committee For A Free Press” fund drive for $100,000 
as a beginner on the fund to help pay their taxes, 
Robert Dunn is Treasurer. $10,000 has been raised 
for bails ($60,000 in all) for each of six Communists 
recently seized and indicted by the government for 
violation of the Smith Sedition Act in Massachusetts. 
Meyer Garber of Boston gave the $10,000 for the bail 
of the ‘“‘Red Flame’’ Anna Burlak Timpson, top leader 
in the Communist ranks in Massachusetts. She had 
been ordered deported by the Hoover Administration, 
but strung along through courts until the New Deal 
came in power and it dropped her case. $40,000 bail 
was raised almost overnight by the Reds for another 
Communist Party leader, Robert Thompson, NYC. 
Money seems to have an endless flow into Communist 
hands. 

State heads of the CIO of Michigan, including 
August Sholle, President, and Barney Hopkins, Sec- 
retary-Treasurer, have appealed directly to Senators 
to have the government drop deportation proceedings 
against Mrs. Saul Wellman, wife of a leading Com- 
munist Party leader in Michigan. 

The National Committee To Defend Negro Leader- 
ship, is backing Edward Strong, Communist Party 
official in New York, recently indicted by the govern- 
ment for violation of the Smith Sedition Act. The out- 
fit is headed by James Ford, former Communist Party 
candidate for Vice President of the USA, who is trying 
to make a racial agitation of the arrest, He claims 
Strong’s arrest is the 14th Negro the government has 
charged with sedition. ‘This is discrimination.” 

Carl Haessler, long active in Communistic circles, 
in Michigan, chaired the recent memorial service at 
United Auto Workers Hall in Detroit, in behalf of 
the “late hero’ in the Red ranks, Thomas X, Dom- 
browski, publisher of Glos Ludowy, of Hamtranck, 
who was shot down in a Polish hall in NYC celebrat- 
ing the return of several American Poles from a 
recent tour of Poland. Funeral services were held 
at Freedom House, where local 500 of Reuther’s Auto 
Union is reported to have turned out in force. 

Thirty-seven CIO-AFL National Unions including 
Reuther’s Auto Union, attended the recent national 
convention of the National Assn. For Advancement of 
Colored People, held in San Francisco, 

Michael Todd, Hollywood producer, states he has 
returned from Moscow with a contract from the Soviet 
Commissar of Culture, to produce and distribute mo- 
tion pictures on the Soviet in the USA. He says there 
is ‘‘no political motive”’ in the deal. 

In another move, Darryl Zanuk, Hollywood pro- 


ducer, announces he will produce color films for dis- 
tribution by the Twentieth Century Fox Studios, on 
Stalin’s Secret Crimes, and has written Khrushchev 
and Commissar of Culture (Agitprop) for source ma- 
terial, Naturally the two will comply for desanctifica- 
tion of Stalin as the Party line and if Capitalists will 
aid in the propaganda, they will grasp the opportun- 
ity to furnish the material for it. Zanuk, should go 
them one better and include Stalin’s accomplices in 
the “‘secret crimes,’’ Khrushchev, Bulganin and others; 
otherwise the American public should not be so fool- 
ish as to swell box office receipts. Anyway one takes 
it, Zanuk should provide for lots of Red in his films, 
for Stalin, Lenin, Khrushchev, Beria and many others’ 
hands have dripped with the blood of their victims. 

The Catholic Worker recently gave wide favorable 
space to a book, the ‘“‘Autobiography of the Rebel 
Girl,’”’ by Elizabeth Gurley Flynn; the ‘‘Rebel Girl,” 
has been indicted for violation of the Smith Act, as 
a Communist. Meantime the editor of Catholic 
Worker, Dorothy Day, joined various Communists in 
a reception to Rebecca Mindel, whose husband is in 
prison as a Smith Act violator. This was held under 
auspices of the Committee For Freedom of Political 
prisoners. 

Rabbi Abraham Bick pleaded defense under the 
Fifth Amendment 73 times recently when questioned 
regarding Communist affiliations and usage of Amer- 
ican passports in trips abroad, by the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities. 

Congressman Kearney of the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities recently described an organ- 
ization, “Save Our Sons,” as “a phony” movement 
after Mrs, Florence Gowsgiel, of Argo, Ill., chairman 
of the SOS, refused to answer the Committee quest- 
tions about the movement which is said to be organ- 
ized in 17 States and with sponsoring the Midwest 
Assembly at Springfield, Ill, in 1952. Among the ques- 
tions she refused to answer were those concerning the 
source of their income. The Committee charges the 
movement is Communistic and has aided in the Korea 
propaganda battle in behalf of the Reds. 

The Russian government will as usual come out 
on top in the latest deal with our State Department. 
They have agreed to let it sell a 64 page magazine 
‘“‘Amerika’”’ in Moscow for 5 rubles, which is in earn- 
ing power $1.25, while Russia will put “USSR,” a 64 
page magazine presenting Russia's picture to the 
American people, on American stands at 20 cents 
per copy. What Russian can afford to go without 
dinner to read American “propaganda” as the Reds 
will paint ‘“‘Amerika.”’ 

teviewing the birth of the CIO Auto Union, the 
Communist publications went all out recently claim- 
ing the major part in the formation of the movement. 
The initial leadership the Reds say was Homer Mar- 
tin who they say was a “‘Lovestone’”’ man, (he was 
former head of a Communist Party movement in the 
USA and in later days was with the A, F, L.) Wynd- 
ham Mortimer, V. P., a Communist, Walter Reuther, 
Socialist, of the Board, Adolph Germer, Maurice 
Travis and John Brophy composed the original lead- 
ership. 

The American Civil Liberties Union, the CIO-AF of 
L, the Americans For Democratic Action, the National 
Farmers Union, and the National Religion and Labor 
Foundation have declared war on all attempts of Con- 
gress to restore security laws, including the State 
Smith Acts, which have been upset by the Supreme 
Court. 
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JOHN L. COLLYER 


Portrait by Fabian Bachrach 


“75% of B. F. Goodrich Employees... 
Save $9,000,000 Per Year” 


“B. F. Goodrich people are proud of their many years 
of participation in the Payroll Savings Plan. 75% of our 
employees are members of the Plan, with payroll deduc- 
tions of $9,000,000 a year. 


“Thrift is one of the keys to our continued prosperity. 
It builds security for the family, retards inflation and 
stabilizes the purchasing power of the dollar. I am 
proud that Ohio is a leader in this worthwhile endeavor 
and that it has been my privilege to serve since 1950 


as State Chairman of the Payroll Savings Advisory 
Committee.” 


JOHN L. COLLYER, Chairman 
The B. F. Goodrich Company 


A’simple person-to-person canvass that puts a Payroll Savings 
Application Blank in the hands of every employee is all you 
have to do to install the Payroll Savings Plan or build em- 
ployee participation in your present plan. Your State Sales 
Director is ready to help you. Write today to Savings Bond 


Division, U.S. Treasury Department, Washington 25, D.C. 
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